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DECLARATION OF MICHAEL J. FLYNN 


I, Michael J. Flynn, hereby depose and state under the 
pains and penalties of perjury that I have personal knowledge or 
information and belief as to the following: 

1. The purpose of this affidavit is to respond to 
charges made by the Church of Scientology and its counsel 
against me and my colleagues in connection with our activities 
and conduct in Scientology-related litigation. An additional 
purpose of the affidavit is to place in perspective our role in 
the commencement, prosecution and defense of Scientology cases, 
particularly in the context of (1) alleged personal harassment 
of ourselves and our clients, (2) the alleged tactics of the 
Church of Scientology to inundate various courts with massive 
docket filings, (3) the filing of allegedly frivolous and mali¬ 
cious lawsuits, bar complaints, and distribution of defamatory 
publications on the streets and in the media, (4) allegedly 
engaging in a systematic pattern to infiltrate our law offices, 
steal documents therefrom, disrupt our law practice, and 
(5) generally engaging in an assortment of abusive and unlawful 
conduct to deprive our clients of their legal rights and access 
to the courts. The affidavit will demonstrate to the court that 
in light of the facts, we have acted with professional 
restraint, diligence and within the bounds of the canons of 
ethics in seeking to prosecute the claims of our clients in the 
face of extensive, malicious, personal harassment as well as 
legal harassment through the filing of frivolous lawsuits, bar 
complaints, etc. Although Scientology and its counsel have, to 
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some degree, succeeded in creating the impression in various 
courts throughout the United States that Scientology litigation 
in general is the product of a personal campaign between the 
lawyers on both sides to use the judicial system to vindicate 
personal animosities, it has always been our intention to obtain 
legal redress for our clients. We submit that the Church of 
Scientology is engaged in an elaborate and concerted plan to 
create that impression by besieging each of the courts with such 
a massive amount of paperwork together with incessant charges 
against me that a true and just adjudication of the rights of 
the victims have become secondary. An examination of the 
dockets in virtually every case will reveal that we have been 
required to continually respond to personal attacks which have 
cluttered the docket entries. These continued personal attacks, 
such as motions for disqualification, depositions of counsel, 
lawsuits against counsel, contempt proceedings against counsel, 
bar complaints against counsel, and personal harassment of 
counsel, have resulted in a cluttering of the court dockets and 
the misdirection of the subject cases. The foregoing approach 
adopted by the Church pursuant to its written policies has been 
designed to confuse and obfuscate the legitimate factual and 
legal issues in the subject litigation. The attack by the 
Church of Scientology has been uncalled for, distorted, and 
unlawful. 

2. In late June or early July, 1979, La Venda Van 
Schaick engaged me to obtain a refund of funds paid by her to 
the Church of Scientology in the amount of approximately 
$12,800.00. At that time, I knew nothing about the Church of 
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Scientology, and was reluctant to undertake Van Schaick's 
request because she informed me about the operating practices of 
the Church towards its so called "enemies". However, at the 
request of several individuals and after preliminary investi¬ 
gation, I sent a letter to the Church dated July 17, 1979 
requesting a refund of all funds paid by Van Schaick. (Exhibit 
1 attached.) After sending Exhibit 1, I received a letter from 
the Church stating that no refund would be paid. (Exhibit 2 
attached.) During the pendency of the aforestated correspon¬ 
dence, an individual holding himself out to be one "Chuck North" 
contacted me and asked to be engaged as a private investigator/ 
consultant in connection with "researching and investigating 
cults." North specifically asked and requested to have access 
to any "cult files" in my office for the purpose of assisting 
his research and investigation. I became suspicious about the 
coincidental mailing of the Van Schaick correspondence and the 
solicitations of North. As it later turned out, North was in 
fact an agent of the Church seeking to infiltrate our offices. 
(Exhibit 3, Affidavit of Warren Friske, attached.) 

3. During the period between July to September, 1979 
when the correspondence concerning Van Schaick refund was being 
exchanged, I began to receive telephone calls from clients, 
relatives, and friends stating that they had received strange 
telephone calls from various individuals requesting information 
about me. During the same period of time, in connection with 
numerous telephone calls and correspondence involving non- 
Scientology related clients and cases, many strange and suspi¬ 
cious incidents occurred which suggested that my telephone calls 
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and office affairs were either being monitored, intercepted, or 
knowledge about them otherwise obtained. For example, an indi¬ 
vidual called one of my clients and told her that I should be 
reported to the bar because I had not turned over all of the 
funds I had received in the trial of a case. In fact, the 
client was present at the trial, received a trial judgment upon 
a jury verdict, and was paid in full. During the same period of 
time, namely between July and September, 1979, Van Schaick 
alleges that she began to be followed, her apartment kept under 
surveillance, her employment activities monitored, and numerous 
strange and suspicious circumstances occurred in connection with 
her daily life, too numerous for purposes of this affidavit. 

The only activity of mine involving the Church at that point in 
time had been to send one letter requesting a refund! 

4. After receiving the letter denying the request 
for a refund, I received a letter dated September 11, 1979 from 
the "Church of Scientology of Boston". (Exhibit 4 attached) 

This letter, together with the other prior strange occurrences, 
together with the allegations made to me by Van Schaick as to 
the nature and operating practices of the Church, resulted in 
the decision by me to initiate an investigation into the entire 
matter. The September 11 letter stated that the Church would be 
willing to pay approximately 50% of the funds paid to the Church 
by Van Schaick and at the same time suggested that Van Schaick 
should not sue the Church for the balance of the funds because 
she had an extensive drug history, had "three abortions", had 
"attempted suicide", had severe marital problems, and had signed 
an agreement never to sue the Church or the Hubbards. I had 
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been informed by Van Schaick that all of the foregoing informa¬ 
tion came from her confidential, "auditing" or "confessional 
files" and that it was a regular practice of the Church to send 
such a letter to any person claiming refunds or to their 
counsel. Van Schaick stated that the auditing information had 
been given in strict confidence but that the Church, pursuant to 
written policy, regularly utilized such information to block 
legal recourse and for other purposes including blackmail and 
extortion even though it also had a written policy covering 
refunds. 

5. Shortly after the receipt of the foregoing 
letter, I received several anonymous telephone calls suggesting 
that representation of Van Schaick was a dangerous matter, that 
no one "messes with the Church", that if I had any doubts about 
this issue, to contact other people who had sought to "inter¬ 
fere" with the Church. During September and early October, 

1979, I, as a result of all of the foregoing, was involved in an 
active and extensive investigation of the allegations made by 
Van Schaick in order to determine the propriety of a lawsuit 
against the Church. Because of the many strange events that 
occurred during this period of time in connection with this 
investigation, I concluded that the Church or its agents were 
monitoring my activities, telephone calls, and my investi¬ 
gation. Among the numerous incidents that confirmed this were 
several occasions when I observed individuals following me, 
defamatory calls were made to various clients shortly after I 
had called these clients on the phone, and an employee at the 
small airport where I maintained any airplane observed uniden- 
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tified individuals viewing the airplane and seeking information 
about it. 

6. Between that date and the ensuing several months. 
Van Schaick, was allegedly subjected to numerous incidents of 
personal harassment involving the surveillance of her home and 
her child, being run off the road in her car, numerous telephone 
calls to her neighbors suggesting that she was an unfit mother, 
calls to her employer resulting in the loss of her job as a 
waitress, attempts to convince her that I was engaging in haras- 
sive conduct against her, attempts to separate her from her 
husband, and other forms of harassment. In one instance, she 
states that the Church sent an agent from Los Angeles to con¬ 
vince Van Schaick that the "harassive things" being done to her 
were initiated by me! (A copy of that agent's note is attached 
as Exhibit 5.) 

7. In November 1979, nine of the highest officers of 
the Church of Scientology were convicted of a variety of crimes, 
and approximately 30,000 documents seized by the F.B.I. from the 
Church were released to the general public. I sent an employee 
to the Federal Court in Washington to copy thousands of these 
documents. These documents in large part verified the 
allegations of Van Schaick and validated my belief that the 
Church was responsible for the numerous inexplicable and haras¬ 
sive incidents that had occurred in the prior several months. 

The documents revealed a 15-year pattern of infiltration, bur¬ 
glary, bugging, harassment, and elaborate policies and 
operations to commit the foregoing pursuant to specific and 
detailed training manuals. The documents also contained hun- 
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dreds of documents pertaining to the use of auditing information 
by the Church against individuals such as Van Schaick for the 
purpose of blocking and frustrating their legal rights, even 
specifying the use of extortion and blackmail. In fact, the 
specific written operations authorized by Mary Sue Hubbard to 
conduct this type of operation were among these documents. 

8. During the same period of time, I conducted an 
extensive legal analysis and case research involving the Church 
of Scientology and learned that the publications of the Church 
of Scientology had been declared fraudulent in the case of 
United States v. Article or Device , 333 F.Supp. 357 (D.D.C., 

1971) and that the Church had never complied with the decree in 
said case. Further, I learned that the Church had brought in 
excess of 100 cases against a variety of individuals and 
entities for the purposes of frustrating the legal rights of 
those parties and for the purpose of harassing them pursuant to 
a specific written policy of the Church which calls for the use 
of the judicial system to harass and destroy critics. 

9. Finally, after approximately six months of 
research and investigation at a cost in excess of $20,000.00, we 
decided to bring a class action suit against the Church of 
Scientology to recover not only for the damages inflicted on Van 
Schaick, but also to seek relief for the class as a whole, for 
the failure of the Church to comply with the Article or Device 
decree. That suit was initiated on December 13, 1979, resulting 
in unsolicited contact by the news media to Van Schaick and 

me. After the news relative to the class action suit was dis¬ 
seminated in the press, the floodgates unexpectedly and surpri- 
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singly opened. My office was literally swamped in a period of 
weeks with hundreds of telephone calls by a variety of indivi¬ 
duals and organizations including parents whose children had 
committed suicide while in the Church, individuals who had been 
hospitalized as a result of Church involvement, authors, 
reporters, individuals who had been allegedly defrauded by the 
Church, various law enforcement agencies, and other assorted 
contacts. 

10. After the commencement of the Van Schaick action, 
the Church immediately attempted to infiltrate the class with an 
agent posing as a prospective client (see affidavit of Garrity 
attached as Exhibit 6), intensified its harassment of individ¬ 
uals associated with me, attempted to disrupt non-Scientology 
cases I was involved in, and generally initiated a campaign of 
unrelenting personal and legal harassment. This campaign 
included the following: 

a) Approximately three weeks after the 
commencement of the Van Schaick case, without filing a counter¬ 
claim in that action, and without filing a Motion to Dismiss 
within the time allowed by the rules, the Church initiated a 
lawsuit in the Federal District Court in Nevada against Van 
Schaick, Kevin Flynn, (my brother and an employee of my office), 
Thomas Hoffman, Esq., (a colleague), and Edward Walters, (a 
client). That suit alleged a conspiracy by these individuals to 
deprive the Church of its First Amendment rights. The suit was 
dismissed by the Federal Court within 120 days. 

b) At the same time as the filing of this 
action, the Church filed in succession four separate bar com- 
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plaints against me alleging a variety of things including con¬ 
spiracy to violate the Church's First Amendment rights, the 
unlicensed practice of law by Kevin Flynn, and a variety of 
other charges. The first three complaints were filed on January 
15, 1980, February 7, 1980 and April 3, 1980, all of which were 
dismissed on April 10, 1980 by the Massachusetts Board of Bar 
Overseers. (See Exhibit 7 attached.) On November 19, 1980, the 
Church filed yet another complaint which was dismissed on May 4, 
1981. (See Exhibit 8 attached.) 

c) After the dismissal of the Federal Nevada 
action, the Church then commenced an action against Van Schaick, 
Kevin Flynn, Edward Walters, and other clients of mine in the 
state court in Nevada, which was nearly identical to the federal 
action. As to Van Schaick and Kevin Flynn, this suit was also 
dismissed. 

d) The Church also filed an action against me 
and four of my clients in the Massachusetts Suffolk Superior 
Court alleging that the clients had stolen materials from the 
Church of Scientology of Boston and turned them over to me. 

These materials primarily included the auditing files of the 
four clients who had left the Boston Church and taken their 
auditing files with them because they were aware the Church used 
them for purposes of blackmail. Also allegedly taken were some 
financial graphs and some Sea Org organizations. I stipulated in 
open court to filing the voluminous auditing files under seal 
with the court, returning the financial graphs, and maintaining 
possession of the Sea Org communications. The court adopted 
this offer and issued an injunction based upon it. In subse- 
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quent litigation around the United States, particularly in the 
recent case of the Church of Scientology v. Gerald Armstrong , 
California Superior Court, Los Angeles, C420153, the Church has 
attempted to use this litigation and the stipulated injunction 
to misinform and mislead the court into the belief that I had 
behaved unethically as reflected by the injunction, when in 
fact, I stipulated to the injunction, and the suit was prose¬ 
cuted for the purpose of harassing me pursuant to the written 
policy of the Church. 

e) Subsequently, the Church filed an additional 
action against me in the Las Vegas state court alleging essen¬ 
tially that I was engaged in a conspiracy against the Church and 
abusing judicial process. Church counsel attempted to procure a 
false affidavit from an ex-member to support the case. (See 
Exhibit 6 at page 8.) The court granted my Motion for Summary 
Judgment in that action. 

f) Between January and May, 1980, I was sub¬ 
jected to hundreds of instances of personal harassment, which I 
believe, based upon the Friske and Garrity affidavits and other 
information, to have been conducted by the Church. These 
included inter alia , contacting my insurance agent and informing 
the agent that I had murdered the husband of one of my clients, 
making a bomb threat to my building resulting ir. its evacuation, 
throwing rocks at my building, sending a post card threatening 
to poison me, harassive telephone calls at all hours of the day 
and night to me, my wife, and my children, making obscene tele¬ 
phone calls to neighbors and suggesting in these calls that I 
was making them, and process servers arriving at my home at all 
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hours disturbing my wife and children. ( See generally . 

Exhibit 9.) 

g) Between approximately November, 1979 and up 
to and including at least May, 1982, the Church allegedly stole 
approximately 20,000 documents either directly from my office or 
from a trash dumpster in my private office condominium compound. 
This theft is established by the following evidence. Kevin 
Tighe formerly of the Guardian's Office has testified under oath 
that he stole documents from my law office garbage. (Exhibit 
10.) Warren Friske, former head of B-2 in Boston, admits he 
sorted the stolen documents and sent the materials to the 
U.S.G.O. and to CSC's attorneys. (Exhibit 11.) Joe Lisa, 
former head of the U.S.G.O., has admitted in a sworn deposition 
that he ordered the document theft operation. (Exhibit 12.) 

11. Between January and May, 1980, hundreds of former 
Church members contacted my office seeking legal recourse 
against the Church. One of these individuals. Tonja Burden, had 
worked directly for L. Ron Hubbard, who had ultimate and abso¬ 
lute control over all Church activities. Burden, between the 
ages of 13 and 17, worked for the Church without receiving any 
education, essentially served for a long period as Hubbard's 
personal slave, dressing and undressing him, and was involved in 
coding and de-coding telexes in double and triple codes 
regarding operations against the United States government, state 
agencies, and numerous individuals. She was defrauded of 
approximately five years of labor, a high school education, was 
made to sign promissory notes in the thousands cf dollars, she 
was tendered a bill in the amount of approximately $61,000.00, 


- 11 - 














1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

2E 

TO 

AARC 

300 

TREE! 

9001 


was subsequently kidnapped, harassed and taken over state lines 
when she left the Church, and was generally tortiously injured 
by the Church without receiving the benefits promised to her and 
based upon false representations made to her. With co-counsel 
in Tampa, Florida, we commenced an action in the Federal 
District Court on or about April 25, 1980 on behalf of Ms. 

Burden. This was only the second suit initiated by my office in 
connecton with Scientology litigation. Yet, most of the items 
referred to in paragraph 10 against my office were either in 
process, completed, or being planned. The Church proceeded to 
literally swamp the court docket with motions, pleadings, and 
discovery, the great bulk of which motions have been denied, 
resulting in a massive amount of paper that stands approximately 
two feet high to date. Although ex-Scientologists have come 
forward and acknowledged a consistent pattern of abuses against 
individuals such as Van Schaick and Burden with regard to the 
wrongful dissemination of auditing information, fraudulent and 
deceptive recruitment and sales practices, campaigns of harass¬ 
ment pursuant to the "Fair Game Doctrine" and other such 
operations, and thousands of documents exist to support such 
allegations, the Church and its counsel have engaged in a 
pattern of litigation designed to wear down the plaintiffs, 
their counsel, and the court system rather than attempt to 
resolve the injury claims in a judicious and good faith approach 
based upon specific and extensive evidence. The latter strategy 
is reflected by the activities of the Church and its correspon¬ 
dence to me prior to the commencement of the Van Schaick action 

/// 
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as well as the aforesaid dismissed lawsuits, bar complaints, and 
harassment techniques. 

12. Between May, 1980 and December, 1980, my office 
continued to be besieged with contacts from former members, 
parents, state and federal law enforcement agencies, the news 
media, etc. with regard to the activities of the Church. During 
that period of time, my office brought several additional 
actions-in the Massachusetts Superior Court on behalf of former 
members who sought to obtain legal redress against the Church. 
During the same period of time, the continuous theft of docu¬ 
ments from my office and compound took place and the general 
campaign of harassment continued. The hundreds of instances 
involved in this harassment are too extensive to set forth in 
this affidavit but they consisted of a general pattern of what 
has been previously described including contacts with non- 
Scientology clients. (See several statements of clients 
attached hereto as Exhibit 9.) Throughout this period of time 
the Church continually attempted to take my deposition and depo¬ 
sitions of my employees and colleagues on numerous occasions in 
different cases. 

13. In January, 1981, after living through a year and 
a half of the activities and conduct previously described, I 
flew to Los Angeles, California, together with my colleagues, 
for the purpose of discussing settlement of the Scientology 
litigation with Church counsel. During these settlement dis¬ 
cussions, the Church agreed to repay all of the monies paid by 
two claimants, Donald and Peggy Bear, in the amount of approxi¬ 
mately $107,000.00. Although releases were signed and the 
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Church represented to numerous courts that it had a policy to 
refund monies paid to it, the Church failed to deliver a check 
for the proceeds, the settlement negotiations fell through, and 
a suit was later commenced on behalf of the Bears. (See Exhibit 
14 attached.) At the time of the preparation for these settle¬ 
ment negotiations, my office prepared an extensive analysis of 
approximately 50 cases that it was considering filing on behalf 
of former members, which analysis related to the costs of such 
litigation for both sides, the factual issues involved in the 
various cases, peripheral issues such as probate matters, media 
problems, etc.. That analysis was prepared specifically for 
these settlement negotiations. The analysis was subsequently 
stolen from our offices and later became the subject of an 
additional bar complaint and a suit brought by the Church 
against my colleagues and I in the Los Angeles District Court, 
discussed infra . 

14. After the settlement negotiations failed, and 
after spending several weeks in Los Angeles, we returned to 
Boston and prepared to conduct a conference in May 1981, for the 
purpose of meeting with several lawyers in connection with the 
proposed commencement of some of the 50 cases included in the 
settlement analysis. Portions of the settlement analysis were 
included in a packet of information given to the lawyers who 
attended the May conference. Those documents were also subse¬ 
quently stolen by the Church of Scientology from our offices or 
our trash dumpster. At the conference, attended by approxi¬ 
mately eight attorneys, the nature of Scientology litigation was 
explained, fee relationships were discussed involving the tra- 
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ditional contingent fee type relationship and a sharing of the 
fees between the attorneys based upon the amount of work done on 
each case. Other peripheral issues set forth above in the 
settlement analysis were discussed. This meeting was infil¬ 
trated by an agent of the Church posing as a client. Ford 
Schwartz, on behalf of the Church. (See attached Exhibit 15.) 
The Church, therefore, was aware of the nature of the meeting, 
what was discussed, and the fee relationships that existed 
between the clients and the attorneys. 

15. Between May, 1981 and July, 1981, Kevin Flynn, 
who had ceased being an employee of mine in mid-1980 and who had 
commenced working as an independent contractor, submitted a 
proposal to me and my colleagues whereby Kevin Flynn's cor¬ 
poration, Flynn Associates Management Corporation, would perform 
services on behalf of the various attorneys as a researcher and 
investigator in consideration of receiving a percentage of the 
funds recovered in the cases. After research by me and my 
colleagues, the proposal was rejected, although ethical opinions 
of several states indicated that such a proposal was not 
improper. This proposal was also stolen from the offices of 
mine and/or the trash dumpster in the private office compound. 

16. During the summer of 1981, as a result of the on¬ 
going theft of documents from my office and compound, most of 
which constituted attorney-client communication and/or work- 
product, the Church knew that I and counsel from various other 
states were considering the commencement of various actions in 
New York, Washington, and Los Angeles. It also knew that Flynn 
Associates Management Corporation played no role in connection 
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with these suits, that the May meeting among counsel was ethi¬ 
cally proper, and that I was still seeking to resolve the cases 
without litigation. 

17. In June, 1981, Church counsel again initiated 
settlement discussions, this time with my co-ccunsel in the 
Burden case in Tampa, which resulted in a series of correspon¬ 
dence between me and Church counsel. (See attached Exhibit 
16.) In fact, the Church offered 1.6 million dollars to resolve 
all existing and impending litigation, and I accepted their 
offer on behalf of the various clients involved, in a good faith 
effort to resolve the entire matter. My motivation in accepting 
this settlement offer of the Church on behalf of my clients 
involved numerous considerations including: a) the desire of 
clients and counsel to end the torrent of legal and personal 
harassment; b) the expense and time consumption inherent in the 
litigation for all parties; c) the promised efforts of the 
Church to reform and discontinue many of its unlawful practices; 
and, d) the financial remuneration of clients and counsel. 

18. Between approximately April and June, 1981, I was 
contacted by the City of Clearwater to prepare a report relative 
to the Church of Scientology and the tax-exempt aspects of orga¬ 
nizations such as the Church. Because of the continued theft of 
materials from my office, the Church was fully aware of the fact 
that various City officals had contacted me during that period 
of time. The Church therefore knew, through the acquisition of 
illegally obtained information, when it made its 1.6 million 
dollar offer to settle all Scientology-related litigation 
matters, that hundreds of individuals had contacted our office. 
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that several counsel in various areas of the U.S. had agreed to 

2 

undertake litigation on behalf of injured clients, that the City 

3 

of Clearwater was commencing an investigation into the Church, 

4 

that it had been engaged in a two-year campaign of legal and 

5 

personal harassment against me and my office, that it had been 

6 

engaged in at least a ten-year pattern of burglary, larceny. 

7 

obstruction of justice, etc., of which its highest leaders had 

8 

been convicted, and that there were thousands of people across 

9 

the United States who were seeking refunds from the Church. 

10 

Because of the close monitoring and surveillance of my office. 

11 

the Church also knew that my colleagues and I were willing to 

12 

resolve the litigation primarily because of our desire to termi¬ 

13 

nate the persistent harassment of us and our clients. At this 

14 

point in connection with the litigation, I had personally 

15 

expended in excess of $200,000.00. 

16 

19. Upon information and belief provided by recently 

17 

defected members of the Church, in the summer of 1981, when all 

18 

of these matters were occurring, an internal power struggle took 

19 

place within the Church resulting in the purge of several 

20 

highly-placed members and the resulting take-over of the Church 

21 

by several young members of the "Commodore's Messenger Org, " who 

22 

had served personally for L. Ron Hubbard throughout their teen¬ 

23 

age years, who were then approximately 21 or 22 years of age. 

24 

and who were fanatical adherents of Hubbard. These individuals 

25 

who took over the Church adopted a plan in the summer of 1981 to 

26 

conduct an all-out campaign against me and my clients pursuant 

27 

to the "technology" of the Church doctrine, to wit, the Fair 

28 
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Game Doctrine, to destroy me and all opposition to the Church. 
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Upon information and belief, the foregoing involved a highly 
secretive written plan adopted by the highest members of the 
Church to revoke the offer of settlement, revert to "Hubbard 
technology," and to attack and destroy me pursuant to the 
following Hubbard policies: 

Don't ever defend. Always attack. Find or 
manufacture enough threat against them to 
sue for peace. Originate a black PR cam¬ 
paign to destroy the person's repute and to 
discredit them so thoroughly they will be 
ostracized. Be very alert to sue for 
slander at the slightest chance so as to 
discourage the public presses from mention¬ 
ing Scientology. The purpose of this suit 
is to harass and discourage rather than to 
win. 

(Level O Checksheet attached as Exhibit 17.) 

Pursuant to this plan, the Church then embarked on a 
campaign beginning in August, 1981, and continuing up to the 
present date, to "attack", "sue", and "destroy" me. This cam¬ 
paign has included the following: 

a. In August, 1981, the Church, through its counsel, 
Harvey Silverglate, filed a bar complaint against 
me and my colleagues attaching numerous documents 
that had been stolen from my office and compound. 
The thrust of this complaint was that I was 
unlawfully selling shares of Flynn Associates 
Management Corporation to finance prospective 
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lawsuits against the Church. Although the Church 
knew that this allegation was false, the Church 
and its counsel wove together the settlement 
analysis prepared in January, 1931, the materials 
assembled for the May conference, and the pro¬ 
posal of Kevin Flynn, then attempted to create a 
false and deceptive impression with the Board of 
Bar Overseers and subsequently in the courts. The 
Church knew at the time of this bar complaint 
that the allegations of its counsel, Silverglate, 
were false, because it had agents who had 
attended the May conference, it had stolen the 
settlement analysis at the time it was prepared 
in January, 1981, and the Church had stolen the 
Kevin Flynn proposal when it had been prepared 
and rejected in June, 1981. 

b. In addition to this bar complaint, the Church and 
its counsel then proceeded to file an additional 
three bar complaints against myself and my 
colleagues, including, inter alia , the allegation 
that I improperly attempted to avoid service of 
process by one of the many process servers in 
connection with suits and depositions that the 
Church was attempting to initiate against our 
office. These bar complaints were filed through¬ 
out the period from August to December, 1981. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing complaints, I have 
received a letter from the Board stating that it 
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does not consider that I have any "Complaints" 
presently against me. (See Exhibit 18.) 

c. At the same time that the bar complaints were 
being filed, the Church was engaged in operations 
to steal documents from the trash of at least one 
of the members of the Board of Ear Overseers. 

(See affidavit of Warren Friske attached as 
Exhibit 3.) 

d. In August, 1981, the Church commenced an action 
in the Los Angeles Federal District Court through 
one of its members, Steven Miller, against me, my 
brother, Kevin, a medical doctor, and several 
others, on the theory that the defendants had 
"deprogrammed" Miller and violated his civil 
rights. At the time of the filing of the suit, I 
had never heard of Steven Miller and had never 
had any contact with him before. The attorneys' 
fees in connection with the defense of that case, 
upon information and belief, are currently in 
excess of $200,000.00, which have been paid by 
the parents of Steven Miller, I have also sus¬ 
tained attorneys' fees and expenses in connection 
with the defense of that case and other liti¬ 
gation initiated by the Church of Scientology. 

e. In August, 1981, the Church commenced an action 
in the Boston Federal District Court through its 
members, Ellen and Chris Garrison, on the same 
theory of deprogramming. This suit was brought 
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against Kevin Flynn and Paulette Cooper after 
specific planning and meetings were held by the 
Church to bring this suit against these indivi¬ 
duals for the purpose of harassing them and my 
office. (See Affidavit of Warren Friske attached 
as Exhibit 3.) 

f. During the same period of time, and in the 
ensuing months, the Church filed motions to dis¬ 
qualify me in the cases of Garrity, et al, v. The 
Church of Scientology , Los Angeles Federal 
District Court, Burden v. Church of Scientology , 
District Court in Tampa, and in the Van Schaick 
case. These Motions for Disqualification were 
all part of the plan to personally and legally 
harass me and my colleagues. 

g. Between August, 1981 and December, 1981, the 
Church literally swamped the court dockets in 
every case that it was involved in, including 
both those it had initiated and those that had 
been brought by claimants, with hundreds of 
pleadings, motions, discovery requests, etc. An 
examination of the dockets in almost any of the 
pending cases will illustrate the intense cam¬ 
paign of legal harassment specifically adopted by 
the Church during this period of time to destroy 
me, my office, and my clients. 

h. My office utilized a long distance telephone code 
which unauthorized individuals, allegedly the 
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Church, intercepted and thereafter used to charge 
in excess of $1,000.00 in telephone calls to our 
code. In a similar "operation," it has been 
alleged that the Church intercepted the code of a 
third party in California and made telephone 
calls to our clients charging the calls to the 
third party's code. All of these matters and 
many others have been turned over to the F.B.I. 
i. After we spent in excess of one hundred hours 

defending the Motions to Disqualify filed in the 
Garrity , Van Schaick , and Burden cases, the 
Church dropped these Motions and instead under¬ 
took a new round of lawsuits against my office. 
The Church commenced an abuse of process action 
in the Los Angeles Federal District Court in 
connection with the Garrity, et al . case and also 
brought another civil rights action against me 
and the City of Clearwater in the Tampa Federal 
District Court. 

20. The Church timed commencement of the abuse of 
process action in the Los Angeles Federal District Court to 
coincide with certain hearings being conducted by the City of 
Clearwater involving the Church of Scientology in which our 
office was involved. In connection with these hearings, the 
Church adopted a specific operation to harass me as follows: 

In the second week in March, 1982, the 
Clearwater hearings were scheduled to begin 
on April 21, 1982. On March 25, Church 
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counsel in the case of Cazares v. Church of 
Scientology , Circuit Court in Daytona, sent 
a letter to me scheduling my deposition for 
April 23, 1982 in Tampa during the middle of 
the hearings. Although the hearings were 
subsequently continued until May 5, 1982, on 
April 19, 1982, while appearing in the 

Burden case in Tampa, I was served with a , 
deposition subpoena. I filed a Verified 
Motion to Quash the Subpoena stating that 
the demands of my law practice prevented me 
from remaining in Florida throughout the 
"time" required for the deposition, 2:00 
p.m. on Friday, April 23, to continue from 
day-to-day over the week-end and the follow¬ 
ing Monday, as required by the deposition 
subpoena. I sent a letter on two occasions 
to Church counsel indicating that I could 
not appear for the deposition, that I had no 
personal knowledge of the subject matter of 
the case in which the deposition was to be 
taken, but that I would be willing to 
schedule another date when I would 
volunarily appear. Subsequently, after the 
Church learned that the hearings would be 
continued to May 5, 1982, it issued a second 
subpoena, from the Los Angeles Federal Court 
in the case of Church of Scientology v. 
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F.B.I. 



I had no personal knowledge relevant 
to this case but the Church sought to take 
my deposition, again during the middle of 
the hearings. I communicated to counsel in 
that case that I would be unable to appear 
on that date. Subsequently, during the 
middle of the Clearwater hearings, the 
Church filed motions to hold me in contempt 
in the Los Angeles Federal District Court 
and in the Daytona Circuit Court because of 
my failure to appear at the depositions. In 
connection with the Daytona contempt pro¬ 
ceeding, I informed the Court of the fore¬ 
going, informed the Court that under Florida 
law I was immune from service in Florida, 
under the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure 
my deposition had to be taken in 
Massachusetts, but that I was still willing 
to appear without need of going forward with 
the contempt matter. Notwithstanding the 
foregoing, and after the Church counsel 
specifically misrepresented the facts, with¬ 
out a trial, without any witnesses being 
called at the contempt matter, and without 
complying with Florida rules with regard to 
"indirect criminal contempts," Church 
counsel procured a contempt finding against 
me from the Court. The matter was appealed 
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and the appellate court reversed and vacated 
the finding of contempt by the trial 
court. The trial court judge has since left 
the bench after being implicated in an 
unrelated bribery scheme. 

21. In the face of this harassment and abuse, the 
intention of our office throughout the subject litigation has 
been to obtain redress on behalf of our clients for alleged • 
fraud in the taking of their money and labor and for outrageous 
conduct in blocking their access to judicial relief. We submit 
that the Church of Scientology operates based on policies such 
as "Fair Game" and "Attack the Attacker" because it must use 
such means to perpetuate its fraudulent sales and recruitment 
practices. These operating policies of the Church carry over to 
its activities and conduct in dealing with the judicial system 
and attorneys, such as ourselves who represent clients against 
the Church. We are among many attorneys and judges who have 
been attacked by the Church through motions for disqualifi¬ 
cation, lawsuits, bar complaints, and personal harassment. The 
Assistant U.S. Attorney in the Washington criminal cases, 
several federal judges, and the attorney for the F.D.A. are such 
examples. (See attached Exhibit 19.) While utilizing the 
operational policies such as Fair Game, the Church presents a 
religious front to the Court in order to frustrate legitimate 
claims for tortious injury and to create the appearance of a 
personal conflict amongst the lawyers in the swamping of the 
dockets with every conceivable filing. Abuse of the legal 
system is reflected by the massive litgation instituted by 
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Scientology in courts throughout the United States. (See Lexis 
scan attached as Exhibit 20.) 

22. My colleagues and I have never before been sub¬ 
jected to the legal harassment which has occurred in the subject 
litigation. Our background is not one of using the judicial 
system abusively or without just cause. I was ranked first in 
my class in law school, served as Editor-in-Chief of the Law 
Review, served as a law clerk to a Justice of the Massachusetts 
Supreme Judicial Court, have been married for 16 years with 3 
children, and I have always endeavored to practice law with 
discretion, professional restraint and within the bounds of the 
canons of ethics. In contrast, the highest officials of the 
Church have served time in Federal Prison, there are literally 
thousands of individuals and families seeking legal redress, and 
the fraudulent, tortious, and often times criminal activities 
and policies of the Church are becoming increasingly evident. 
These victims have come to us in the hundreds, often with sub¬ 
stantial financial claims and evidence of overt physical and 
mental abuse. As a result of my assistance to these people, I 
have been "declared" an "enemy" by the Church ar.d appear on its 
"enemies list." (See Exhibit 21 attached.) 

23. It has always been the policy of my office to 
resolve claims against the Church of Scientology without liti- 
gaton. The efforts at settlement between January and July, 1981 
were such an example. The Church is now using those confidental 
settlement negoitations to further attack me, although the 
Church insisted in writing on their confidentiality, and 
accepted , but later reneged upon, the settlement. 
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24. It is the intent of my office and clients to 
obtain legal redress for legitimate claims in the context of 
substantial supporting evidence. It is not my intent to use the 
judicial process to harass the Church. The fact that the Church 
has a written policy mandating such judicial abuse, together 
with a 20-year history of employing it, is evidence of the fact 
that the Church, not myself or my clients, is intent upon 
creating a distorted and false perception of the nature and 
purposes of each of the Scientology related cases. 

25. I am not collaborating with forces who are trying 
to destroy freedom of religion and churches in America. 

26. I am not collaborating with anyone using brutal 
"deprogramming" and "depersonalizing" techniques. I have never 
deprogrammed or depersonalized anyone. 

27. I have exercised my First Amendment rights to 
speak out and oppose an organization whose top leaders have gone 
to prison. However, I have never sought to manipulate the media 
or use libel, forgery, or other improper means in connection 
with any of the litigation. 

28. I have made no fraudulent representations of any 
nature or description but have merely sought to expose the mis¬ 
representations made by the Church of Scientology. 

29. Dr. John Clark has never been part of any 
operations of FAMCO of any nature or description, nor has Kevin 
Flynn through FAMCO or otherwise, attempted to involuntarily 
kidnap or brutalize anyone. 

30. The charge that I have solicited an individual 
named "Jim Gray" to enlist him to sell shares ir. FAMCO is 
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totally false. Gray was never offered any position, no shares 
were ever offered to him, and I have no idea why he would make 
such allegations in a so-called "sworn affidavit." 

31. The charge that I have solicited clients in 
connection with the Church of Scientology is absurd. Indeed, 
the reverse is true. There are thousands of Scientologists 
throughout the United States seeking to obtain legal counsel to 
obtain redress against the Church. The problem is that it is 
very difficult to get lawyers to take on such cases. I have 
been unfortunately refusing clients, not soliciting them. 
Although my law firm has endeavored to help all of these people, 
and has never solicited any of them, we are, in fact, incapable 
of representing the thousands of people who desperately need 
representation. 

32. The Church of Scientology claims that I "resorted 
to the use of force and coercion in the form of 

psychiatric... not unlike the insidious, painful brainwashing 
techniques on American servicemen by Chinese Communists during 
the Korean War." First of all, I have never advocated nor would 
I ever participate in any such activity. Second, "brainwashing" 
is a technique used and taught by the Church in its G.O. intel¬ 
ligence courses. (Exhibit 22.) Third, as explained above, I 
never met nor even heard of Steven Miller prior to his filing a 
Church sponsored lawsuit against me which has since been dis¬ 
missed . 

33. The probate case relating to Ronald DeWolf and 
the "missing person status" of L. Ron Hubbard was brought for 
the simple reason that L. Ron Hubbard's own attorney, Alan 
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Goldfarb, stated that L. Ron Hubbard was missing, and that he 
could not appear in one of the many suits that had been brought 
against him because no one knew where he was and no one from the 
Church of Scientology had communicated with him since February 
1980. It was the conduct of Hubbard's own lawyers and the group 
that now run the RTC (Religious Technology Center) and the 
failure of Hubbard to appear and defend himself in Court or even 
to appear and defend or assist his wife for that matter, which 
resulted in the probate case being brought. It was only after 
Hubbard filed a legal declaration, the day before a trustee was 
to be appointed in the probate case, that the Court held that L. 
Ron Hubbard was not a missing person. 

34. The finding of contempt against me was one of the 
numerous legal proceedings brought against me at the same 
time. The Church of Scientology fails to state that I did not 
even appear and defend the contempt proceeding because of the 
onslaught of other harassment brought against me by the Church, 
and, later when I moved to vacate the order, the judge stated 
that no bad faith or misconduct was involved, but merely a tech¬ 
nical violation of one of the court orders regarding disclosure 
of information about Hubbard. 

35. The allegations contained in Paulette Cooper's 
affidavit are perhaps the most absurd portion of the Church of 
Scientology's charges. Since I was Ms. Cooper's attorney, I 
feel ethically bound to hold inviolate the communications we had 
regarding L. Ron Hubbard, other than to say that Ms. Cooper's 
declaration is totally false. The accompanying declaration of 
Joseph Flanagan explains how Ms. Cooper came to testify for CSC. 
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36. The idea that Kevin Flynn, Thomas Hoffman, or I, 
or anyone associated with us, had anything to do with the for¬ 
gery of one of L. Ron Hubbard's checks, is simply too fanciful 
to warrant extensive discussion. Suffice it to say that I 
brought to the attention of the public and the courts the fact 
that one of L. Ron Hubbard's checks, in the possession of indi¬ 
viduals controlling the RTC, was forged and an attempt to pass 
it was made at the time in May-June, 1982 when Hubbard wrote a 
will and in the will turned over control of Scientology to the 
RTC. It was at the same time that the RTC began to assert total 
dictatorial control throughout the Church of Scientology. Any 
intelligent observer can put two and two together to conclude 
that.I would not participate in the forgery of a two-million 
dollar check and then do everything in my power to investigate 
it. 

37. Recently, I received a letter and telegram from 
Mr. Tamimi, whose sworn declaration was procured by Eugene 
Ingram, an investigator employed by Church of Scientology, who 
has been removed from the L. A. Police Force for his purported 
involvement in assisting narcotic dealers, pimping, and other 
criminal activities. In the note and telegram Tamini states 
that the declaration procured by Ingram is false and that he is 
now prepared to tell the truth. Tamini's declaration, attached 
to Peterson's declaration, should be viewed with great scepti¬ 
cism in light of Tamini's letter and telegram. (A copy of this 
letter and telegram is attached as Exhibit 23.) This letter has 
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been turned over to law enforcement authorities to permit fur¬ 
ther investigation. This letter was the first communication of 
any type which I have ever had with Mr. Tamini. 

Signed under the pains and penalties of perjury 
this _ day of July _, 1985 in Boston, Massachusetts. 


MICHAEL J. FLYNN 


PLD/JAT15 
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July 17, 1979 


Assistant Guardian 
Guardian’s Office 
Church of Scientology 
c/o FLAG 
P.0. Box 23751 
Tampa, Florida 33623 

Re: La Venda Schaick/Platt/Dukoff 

Gentlemen: 

• 

Please be advised that I represent the above named 
La Venda Van Schaick whose previously married name was 
Platt and whose maiden name was Dukoff. 

Mrs. Van Schaick has been involved with the "organi¬ 
zation" known as the Church of Scientology both as a staff 
member and as a public person for the last ten years. 

During this period she was engaged in courses given 
by the organization for which she paid the total amount of 
$12,896.75. This was required by the organization for 
courses, books and auditing for which Mrs. Van Schaick has 
receipts. 

At various times, the organization had confiscated some 
of these materials for which Mrs. Van Schaick had paid. Mrs 
Van Schaick's mother and father, who are a psychologist and 
a retired Protestant Minister, along with her husband who is 
a State Law Enforcement Officer, have been witness to some 
of Mrs. Van Schaick's activities within the organization. 

Funds paid by Mrs. Van Schaick were sent to the follow¬ 
ing locations: Church of Scientology, Las Vegas, Nevada; 
Mission of the Meadows, Las Vegas, Nevada; FLAG, Clearwater, 
Florida; and A.S.H.O., Los Angeles, California. 
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It is the intention of Mrs. Van Schaick to recover 
the total amount paid to your organization. Please 
send a check payable to La Venda Van Schaick to the under¬ 
signed in the amount of $12,896.75. If such a check is 
not forthcoming within 14 days from receipt of this letter, 
or if I do not receive a reply from your organization within 
that period of time, I will commence suit immediately in the 
United States District Court in Boston. 

I would hope that this matter can be amicably resolved 
and that releases can be exchanged between the parties with¬ 
out the recourse to a law suit. 

I will await your reply. 


Sincerely 



MJF/laf 
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Michael J. Flym. 
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Dear i..r. Flynn, 

I am res poa-diu:-; t.. y...... 

the Assistant Guardian, a; 
this type of roc ler:.!:. 


J.eoo-:r .i■_od duly 17th to 
is ;ay ro::no..3ibility to handle 


V.’e have la 7er.-.ia .inhale.;/ .-'lat l/.- .kofl as*.La 7en.l:i buko ff 
in our records. To ^'obr ary o' 1977, she raid for and received 
a course for A"/ 1 .00, the '•! oo tc .ixe-cur : ve .‘ec’-ctary Course, 
and also receive.; up uo 1 b • in course mnleriels. Total 
paid in by La Veica was r: P : nnd she also received service 

and pack:: for course va'lui: • t : at u :;ou r.t. 

Upon enrolling i:. course, •• Church memoer enrolls, and 
agrees to ri.jioo by the eo!icier of uhe Chu -oh. 

Return of used d on a t • an, which is a refund, is promptly 
repaid to any dissatisfies IruGont, if ra- rested v/ithir. a 
three month time period fro.u the end of the last service 
rendered. La 7en.in did receive her service in 1977, and as 
you can see, it boon . .• '■ 1 ov-r two 

So, as yo can ec, Ida*.- claim t;v T.*« 7 end a does not 
conform with Church policy. If yo ; have any further nuestions 
regardin'- tiie above mutter, . r • .•ed :n. further information, 
please do let rnr know. 

Thank you. 


■ re Iv 



> CicGinley 
Finance Officer 
■crvlce Organization 
• of '.cientology of Calif. 
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(EXHIBIT 1) 


* 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE 


DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


LA VENDA VAN ) 

ScnAiUv, fc L Ax / 

) 

Plaintiffs ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, et al, ) 

\ 

/ 

Defendants ) 


CIVIL ACTION 
NO. 79-2491-G 


AFFIDAVIT OF WARREN H. FRISKE 

I, Warren H. Friske, hereby depose and state 
*a.o follows under the pams and penalties cf perjury! 

1. I have personal knowledge of the facts set 
forth in this affidavit and if called upon to testify in 
Court, could do so of my own personal knowledge. 

2. I am 34 years old and reside in Lynn, Massa¬ 
chusetts . 
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3. Between the years 1972 and 1982, I was a 
aeiaber of the Church of Scientology of Boston, ("Boston"). 

Tn T V** t-ecruited by Deae Finn to join the Guardian's 

Office, ("G.O."), which I joined after the F.B.I. raid in 
July, 1977. I became the Branch 2 Director and the Director 
of tlje Combat Information Center, ("C.I.C."), both of which 
are in the G.O. My duties as Branch 2 Director primarily 
related to internal aecurity, and my duties as C.I.C. 
Director primarily related to maintaining G.O. filea. 


4 . While working in the G.O., I was involved 
in numerous intelligence gathering operations and programs 
against Attorney Michael J. Flynn, LaVenda Van Schaick, 
Larry Stifler, Janet Troy, Marjorie Hansen, the Lebowitz 


uUdb wa^bicCa, there. ror 




and programs are outlined in this affidavit, but this affi¬ 
davit is not inclusive of all operations and programs that 
I was involved in while I was in the G.O., because such 
operations and programs are too extensive and comprehensive 
'to include in this affidavit. 


5. In general, all members of the Boards of 
Directors of all corporations, including Boston, are re¬ 
quired to sign undated resignations in advance of their 
appointment as a director. For example, in Boston the G.O. 
prepared a "parallel corporation", of which I served as 
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. one ( of the director* and for which I was required to sign 
an undated resignation in advance. The purpose of this 
a Lion ias to h«ve it aval lab le to transfer all of 
the assets of Boston in the event that the assets became 
reachable through legal process. 



6. I saw numerous files in the G.O. pertaining 
to intelligence reports on Paulette Cooper. I saw some 
files relating back to the period in the mid 1970's in¬ 
volving Paulette Cooper which files contain documents re¬ 
lating to the burglary of the office of Dr. Stanley Cath, 
Paulette Cooper's psychiatrist, and in connection with 
operations against Cooper. In October, 1977, the G.O. 
destroyed, under the direction of a D.S. G.O. Mission, 
hundreds ‘OT‘seris'itive'Documents relating to 
operations against her. Right up to the time I left the 
G.O., in March, 1982, there were regular intelligence 
reports involving Paulette Cooper. From March, 1981 to 
January, 1982, there were communications, on almost a 
weekly basis, on the telex line between the D.S. G.O. in 
California and Boston pertaining to Cooper. For example, 
it was customarily discussed as routine G.O. policy that 
the appropriate method of dealing with Cooper was to con¬ 
stantly pressure her and harass her through various means, 
including the bringing of frivolous lawsuits. In 1981, 
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the G.O n decided that a lawsuit should be brought against 
Paulette Cooper and Kevin Flynn in connection with an at- 
twuptcd dcp xrajEBojLng of Ellen euiu GjixJLm Gdillbun by H11GTi 
Garrison’s parents, the Labowitz. Even though the G.O. 

Xnew at the time' of the bringing of the suit, in the summer 
of 1981, That Paulette Cooper and Kevin Flynn had nothing 
to do with the Garrison deprogramming, the G.O. dictated 
the purposes and goals of the suit, the timing of the suit, 
the parties to the suit and controlled all of the financ¬ 
ing of the suit. The suit was brought against Cooper and 
Flynn to harass them, even though the G.O. knew that they 
had no personal involvement in the deprogramming. 

7. The foregoing Garrison suit was also brought 
against Kevin Flynn, - pursuant to a very specific operation. 
This operation involved sending Chris Garrison and Ellen 
Garrison to the office of Kevin Flynn and Attorney Michael 
J. Flynn, for the ostensible purpose of obtaining information 
about the Church of Scientology. The two Garrisons were 
directed, by the G.O., to go to the Flynn office for the 
purpose of talking to Kevin Flynn and obtaining statements 
about the deprogramming. The materials obtained in the con¬ 
versations with Kevin Flynn would then be connected to the 
Garrison deprogramming, on the grounds that one of the al¬ 
leged deprogrammers, Joe Flanagan, had told the Garrisons 
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to either talk to Paulette Cooper or Kevin Flynn if they 
wanted more information about the Church of Scientology. 

It vw known at the time that the Garrisons went tu Uic 
Flynn office, that Kevin Flynn and Cooper were not involved 
in the deprogramming, but it was the intent of the G.0 f to 
"* e t up the Flynns* for purposes of pressuring them and 
harassing them. 


8 . Operations such as the foregoing and most of 
the other operations set forth in this affidavit, as well 
as most operations that I was involved in, while a member 
of the G.O., were all pursuant to written policy of the 
G.O. in a Course Pack containing "OPS G.O.*. The purpose 
of these policies is to determine the "position of power" 
from which an opponent of the Church operates, ana or to 
determine what an opponent of the Church "seeks to protect*. 
In connection with these and other considerations, programs 
and operations are formulated to "attack* both the position 
of power and the areas that an opponent seeks to protect. 

For example, in connection with Michael Flynn, the G.O. con¬ 
ducted almost daily operations against him, for a period of 
almost 2*3 years since he first became involved in litigation 
against the Church of Scientology. In connection with some 
of these operations, hundreds of telephone calls were made 
to many people involving Attorney Flynn, some of which were 
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of an investigatory nature, and many of which were to dis¬ 
credit and harass him. Some of the phone calls included 
to Phyllis Sequeir*.- «n« of Attorney Flynn's old 
clients and friends, for the purpose of suggesting to her 
Attorney Flynn had withheld money from her, in con¬ 
nection with some of the cases that he was involved in on 
her behalf. Although there was no evidence to support this 
•tatement, the idea was to separate Attorney Flynn from 
this particular client, as well as to attempt to have her 
begin an investigation of Attorney Flynn and perhaps report 
him to the Board of Bar Overseers. Another call was made 
to Philip Chesley, one of Attorney Flynn's friends and in¬ 
surance agent, suggesting to him that Attorney Flynn had 

murdered the husband of one of his clients. Calls were_ 

made to virtually every attorney, on almost every case that 
Attorney Flynn had ever been involved in, including the 
Marides Case, the Kemos Case, the Leff Case, and many others. 
Calls were made to nearly all of Attorney Flynn's clients, 
including Martha Leff, Peter Marides, and many others. 

9. Other operations against Attorney Flynn, in¬ 
volved an operation to plant an individual posing as an 
independent private investigator within the Flynn office. 

This person's name was Chuck Malone, and he contacted 
Attorney Flynn, stating that his name was Chuck North, 













that he was a private investigator researching cults, 

and that he would like to work freely for Attorney 

Flynn in connection with his research of cults. 

• « 

10. In one operation against Attorney Flynn, 
it was determined to ‘•separate* Kevin Sullivan,- one of 
the lawyers working with Attorney Flynn, from him. It 
was arranged to have Kevin Sullivan's secretary overhear 
a conversation between two individuals, one of whom was 
»e, in which we stated that Attorney Flynn was in serious 
trouble with the Massachusetts Attorney General's office 
as a result of the documents in our possession which were 
being brought down to the Massachusetts Attorney General's 
office. It was our purpose to have the secretary give 
the information to Kevin Sullivan for tne purpose uZ Ha.*.., 
Sullivan sever ties with Mr. Flynn. On another occasion a 
similar arrangement was made in which Patty Flynn and 
Khurshid Bolt, Mr. Flynn's sister and one of his secretaries, 
, were set up in such a way to overhear a conversation that 
another one of Mr. Flynn's secretaries in his office was 
a plant. Operations of this type were discussed on almost 
a daily basis and sent via telex to U.S. G.O., many of which 
were approved and many of which were not. 

11 . in connection with another operation against 
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. Attorney Flynn, In order to separate one of his «ecre- 
taries from him, it was made to appear that Kevin Flynn, 

Kr. Flynn's brother, was following the lecreLary, Silver.* 
Garritano, while ahe was walking on the street. The G.O. 

obtained a car similar to Kevin Flynn's, and an individual 

. ... 

* • I i . - . 

was set up to approach Silvana as she was walking down the 
street. As Silvana approached the G.O. agent, she was a- 
lerted to the fact that it appeared that someone was fol¬ 
lowing her- At that precise time, a car driven by another 
G.O. member screeched to a halt, made a sharp u-turn and 
went screeching down the street. 


12. In other operations, Mr. Flynn's clients, 
such as LaVenda Van Schaick and Tonja Burden, were tailed, 
numerous calls were made~to ■neignoor5 - 'rrom pay teiephwiiej*, 
calls were made to the I.R.S. against Mr. Flynn, his banks 
were regularly called to get bank balances, operations 
were put into effect against his sister to obtain her 
trash and place a plant (covert agent) with her boyfriend. 
The office compound from which Attorney Flynn worked was 
regularly trespassed upon l«»te at night, for purposes of 
taking trash from his office compound. 



I 


13. Trash was also taken from the street outside 
the home of Constance Vecchione, of the Board of Bar Over¬ 
seers, Khurshid Bolt, one of Mr. Flynn's secretaries. 
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from the Attorney General'* office. Dr. Jack Clark, and 
others. 


14. In one instance, an ex-scientologist named 
0^ 4 . r l e * Gibbs contacted Attorney Flynn's office which the 
G.O. learned about from Flynn's trash. Gibbs represented 
a significant danger to the Church of Scientology because 
Gibbs had been actually kidnapped and held against his 
will. Gibbs was paid a refund to keep him away from Flynn. 

15. In connection with all of the operations 
and programs against Attorney Flynn, some of which origi¬ 
nated at the local level in the Boston G.O., and some of 
which originated at the D.S. G.O., information was collected 
and out together on almost .si daJLly basis.and "predictions". 
as to what Attorney Flynn's activities and intentions were. These 
were typed up and given, on almost a daily basis, to the 
various attorneys involved in litigation against him, in¬ 
cluding Attorney Harvey Silverglate. Mr. Silverglate con¬ 
tinually questioned where all of this extremely confidential 
information was coming from, and he was directed to under¬ 
take various courses of action in connection with the 
pending litigation predicated upon the information obtained. 

16. In connection with some of Attorney Flynn's 
Scientology clients, very specific operations were undertaken 











0 


to "separate" them from Attorney Flynn, and to utilize 
Scientology lawyer* to assist in the "separation process". 
For example, in connection with Jw»a Utptirta. «ne of 
Attorney Flynn’s Scientology clients. Hr. Baptiste's 

superior, at his placa of employment, was called by a 

• • 

G.O. agent Impersonating Kevin Flynn. This agent"told 
the superior that Hr. Baptista was greatly indebted to 
Attorney Flynn and was concerned Baptista might leave 
the country. At the same time, another G.O. agent ob¬ 
tained the names of various lawyers from Hr. Silverglate 
and the agent took those names to Hr. Baptista and told 
Mr. Baptista that he should fire Attorney Flynn, because 
Attorney Flynn was going to be disbarred and because 
there 7»ary pending bar complaints against him, some 

of which had been filed by Hr. Silverglate, and some of 
which had been filed by the Church, and that Mr. Baptista 
should hire one of the attorneys whose names appeared on 
the sheet of paper shown to Baptista. A similar opera¬ 
tion of this type was conducted extensively against 
Silvana Garritano in order to separate Silvana from 
Attorney Flynn. Again the name of a lawyer given by 
Harvey Silverglate, Judd Carhart, was given to Silvana 
by a G.O. agent after numerous operations were conducted 
against Silvana to make it appear that the Flynns were 
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harassing her, such as the incident where she was sup¬ 
posed to be followed by Kevin Flynn. In a similar in¬ 
cident, a very close friend of Silvana’s was contacted 
and given various information with regard to influencing 
Silvana to fire Attorney Flynn, go to another attorney 
such as Judd Carhard, and to undertake various actions 
against Mr. Flynn. 


0 


17. in connection with LaVenda Van Schaick, 
numerous operations, pursuant to the "OPS GOS", were con¬ 
ducted against her, including, but not limited to, the 
following: 

a) LaVenda's auditing files were sent to 

the BSN G.O. and they were culled for the pur- 

— * - - __ _ «*• 

poses of obtaining all availaFle"confidential 

and embarrassing information, which was then 
passed on to various levels within the G.O. 
Later, when it was learned that Attorney Flynn 
was aware that- the G.O. regularly vised auditing 
files to coerce and attack former members, a 
program was implemented to make it appear that 
the information from the auditing files actually 
came from external forces. In connection with 
this operation, all the information from the 
auditing files was used to contact third parties 
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which the G.O. learned about through the auditing, 
personnel, ethics, and student files, in order 
to obtain information from them. 

b) LaVenda was tailed actively and her 

husband, Paul, was tailed as well as her daughter. 

* • * ..... 

c) A phone call was made to LaVenda’s em¬ 
ployer by a G.O. agent. She was a waitress. 

d) When the D.S. G.O. sent the Klingler 
Kission co Boston in connection with van Schaick, 
the purpose of which was to separate LaVenda from 
her attorney, her husband, Paul was followed while 
Xlingler was sent to LaVenda's home, knowing that 
Paul would not be there. 

v/ a u.v). agent called the >**->uifei _lo»sii«a a 

former husband, who was the father of LaVenda\s 
child, Sabrina, for the purpose of having the father 
bring an action against LaVenda to obtain custody 
of Sabrina on the grounds that LaVenda was engaged 
in various activities which were damaging to Sabrina. 

f) On another occasion, a G.O. agent followed 
Sabrina and talked to her while maintaining sur- 
veilance on the Van Schaick home. 

g) Various calls were made to neighbors of 
Van Schaick, she was tape recorded in telephone 
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conversation* with David Aden without her know¬ 
ledge. and various operations were put into 

effect, all of which ware designed to separate 
« • [ , 

LaVenda from Sabrina, from her husband Paul, 

and from her attorney. The purpose of pursuing 

these operations was to pressure her and harass 

her to such an extent that she would be unable 

to continue with her lawsuit. 

18. There was an operation against McLean 
Hospital, which was associated with Dr. John Gordon Clark, 
in connection with which a G.O. agent named Cheryl Ballou 
was planted as an employee of McLean. She subsequently did 
steal iiitcrial from that hospital . Td anot . 
a plant was placed on the cleaning agency of the Center for 
Destructive Cultism, a center maintained by Dr. Jack Clark. 
Shortly after I joined the G.O., I learned of an operation, 

I believe called "Operation Hydra". The purpose of this 
operation was to steal all books that had negative informa¬ 
tion against Scientology, from every library in New England. 
This type of program would commonly go out to all G.O.'s 
in the United States. In connection with this operation I 
learned of a false wall that had been erected in the G.O. 
Boston, behind which were hidden piles of books that had 
been stolen from various libraries. After the F.B.I. raids. 
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these books were destroyed. Behind the false wall were 
•any files containing G.O. operations of a highly secre- 
o*ture. One G.O. operation involved an effort, after - 
the F.B.X. raid to oover op ell of the illegal activities 
Boston G.O. Xn connection with this operation, ^ 
Sandy Cooper went ell over the United States obtaining 
affidavits froa individuals who had been involved in G.O. 
operations, which were of e highly confidential and crimi¬ 
nal nature-, in Boston, Sandy Cooper worked with. Julie 
Bergman in obtaining affidavits from.Kathy Brown, Gary 

Brown, David Grace, Kathy Grace, Peter Marques, Paula Mar- 

1 <v'vv%r S' 

ques. Bill Foster, Haney Mres tar, John Craig, Dave Grybowsky, 


and Sharon Grybowsky, as well as attempting to obtain affi¬ 
davits froa Robert Dardano and Sue Haffpl in connection with 


the operations, of those individuals, of an illegal nature 
I personally saw these affidavits obtained by Sandy Cooper 
and I know that they were in the possession of the Boston 
G.O. and the U.S. G.O., and that the contents of such 
affidavits generally involve the criminal operations that 
many of these people were involved in, in which they stated 
that the Church had no involvement and that the operations 
were conducted by them personally without any responsibility 
of the Church, all of which of course is a total fabrication. 
For example, these operations involved the theft of docu¬ 
ments from Bingham, Dana t Gould, Dr. Stanley Cath, the 
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^•ttar Business Bur«tu # Infiltration of tha Attomay 
^•^•ral'B office, and othar similar operations. In ona 
oparation Z java oonfidantial information about Ron 
Gollobin, an invaatigativa reporter, to the G.O. which waa 
later telaxad up lines in the G.O., for purposes of block¬ 
ing an investigation by Gollobin, on the Church of Scien- 
tology. In connection with this same oparation, a girl 
was employed as a G.O. agent to seduce Michael Taiibi, of 
Channel 5, for purposes of obtaining confidential informa¬ 
tion and blocking this investigative effort. To know¬ 
ledge these oparations were successful, and were among the 
items collected in the aforementioned affidavits. When Z 
last saw the affidavits they were in the possession of 

• w» ■ . .'a* »-i * . V 

ffandy Cooper. •••*••<• • 


19. In connection:: with the attempt by the Lebowitx 
family to reach their daughter, -Bilim, 1 personally moved 
Ellen around to various places "in > the City of Boston for 
the purpose of hiding her and^ii^parsiing her from her parents 
when they were attempting to^Xind heir and speak to her about 
the Church. Other Church offiwals informed the Lebowitzes 
that they did not know where/TSXlen was and that they were 

.. . ' t- 

unable to have her meet wiihft&ia: to,discuss her involvement 


in the Church of Scientologyfj^AXV oiT this was a total fa- 

• ,' 

brication because at the saae/^tiiee'iX^Was hiding Ellen from 

. Vi vr V.p, 

# V ... 


















I**ter, as previously stated, ths G.O. decided po sue 
the Flanagan brpthere in oonneotion with the parents' at- 
taapt to Inform her as to what the true nature of Scientology 
***• Kevin Flynn and Fauletta Cooper were targetted in that 
suit r for purposes of pressuring and harassing them, even 


though the G.O. knew that Kevin Flynn and Paulette Cooper 
had no involvement in the situation. 


20. When Z left the G.O., in January, 1982, it 
had possession of many documents which had been seised by 
the F.B.Z. in the raid of 1977, and which pertained to opera¬ 
tions of the Boston G.O. which operations were reflected in 

documents seized by the >■' 

* • 

Vk= 4 . • *. . . 

• \ . 

_ • 21 r There are*'stany^operations against n umero us 

individuals that Z was involve#. in during the five years 

■ '•* 

that Z was a member of the "Boston G.O. , which are too nuaer- 

h 

ous for me to remember and recount for purposes of this af¬ 


fidavit. 


S* • • * . /* 

• € •/ 

22. Zn connection.vxiaS the G.O. policy to attack 

: * •<*.;' • . 
an opponent's "position of pciWej*, meny intelligence gather¬ 


ing operations and programs ww^4nstlituted against Mr. Flynn 
to get him disbarred. Zt was^&t*''purpose of the G.O. to file 

.A * % • 


v, i 


numerous complaints against'it^^Fiynn" for whatever reasons 

• ... • i'-x’ 

could be manufactured, inform3el ; i' , of/his clients that he 

* Mter'yW"' • •• 












was being investigated by the Board of Bar Overseers, attempt 
to get his clients to request investigation of him an even¬ 
tually to get him disbarred. This was one of the primary 
goals of the G.O. throughout a period of about 2 1/2 years, 
and Attorney Silverglate was constantly pressured to file 
Complaints against Mr. Flynn, including complaints based on 
materials stolen from Mr. Flynn’s office compound. 

23. In connection with the destruction of confi¬ 
dential information damaging to the Church, the G.O. destroyed 
documents in the Baptista and Garritano files which contained 
information a±>out problems with the Church, people that 
Baptista and Garritano had disconnected from, etc. These 
documents were destroyed after a Court order to produce 
■■’"‘Usr documents i n the Troy R*n**n cases. 


24. The Church has claimed in its lawsuits that 
the Fair Game Doctrine was cancelled. This is false. Most 
of the programs set forth in this Affidavit were conducted 
pursuant to the Fair Game Doctrine. In fact, the alleged 
cancellation was only for "PR" purposes, but even the alleged 
cancellation "does not change any policy with regard to the 
treatment of S.P.". 

Signed under the pains and penalties of perjury 
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f he. Church or (Scientology of Boston 

* 

448 Beacon Street, Boston, Massachusetts 021 15 Phone: (617) 266-9500, Telex: 94-029/ 


Michael Flynn 

1 Faneuil Hall Market Place 
Boston, Massachusetts 02109 



11 September 1979 



Dear Mr. Flynn, 

This is in response to vnur letter dated 17/7/79. Upon conclusion 

of our investigation into the financial aspects of Mrs. Van Schaick's 

claims, we cannot verify the finures that you have given- us hut can only 

document the sum of 56268.00. m o substantiate that finure the following 

is the breakdown of the monies paid and to what ornanization: 

$930.00 Church of Scientolonv of Las Veaas 
$475.00 Flan 

$40.00 American Saint Hill Ornanization 
$4823.00 Mission of Meadows 

Total = $6268.00 

If you can provide documents showing more than the above amount, 
please forward them to me as a refund will only be paid on those docum¬ 
ented payments to the Churches. 

The Church is willing to pav the refund unless Mrs. Van Schaick 
sues the Church, in which case no refund will he paid. 

Please he aware of the fact the the Church has documented statements 
sinned by Mrs. Van Schaick regarding her aain? arc 1 successes in Scientoloov. 
The Church also has full documentation of the follovinn which indicates 
Mrs. Van Schaick's irrational behavior in the past, some of which is 
prior to any involvement with the Church. 

At the one of 15 and '/?., she. attemoted suicide. 


L. RON HUBBARD FOUNDER 

Sciemolof y© i» applied rchfiou* philosophy. A non profit organi/ation in the U S A rejiHered in M niachu**! 
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She has an extensiv.e ru<> hist.or" including the use of M arijuana, 
Hashish, Cocaine, Mescaline, I.Co, rcvot.c, Sneed and v alium. 

She has had throe abortions, one in l n 7 7 one in 1974 and one in 

1976 . 

In 1969 and 1970, she had to on to a psychiatrist to handle narital 
problems. As I'm sure you are aware, she has been married four times. 

Mrs. Van Scheie) had been expelled ‘>v the church and later sinned a 
statement that she would never cause or take actions to embarrass, sue 
or harrass the Church of Pcientolonv it. any of it's areas - Churches, 
organizations, "1iss_ -ns, 1.. n on i'uK'>ard , *'ary Sue Hubbard, now or in the 
future. 

This statement was sinned ! " ’’rs. Van Scltaick due to her own un¬ 
trustworthy state. 

This was sinned in addition to other contracts and relmious cov¬ 
enants which she eventually did 1'reach. 

I would appreciate a ouick resnonse from you with documentation on 
any discrepencies of financial data you feel exists. 

If there is no resnonse we will assume that vour letter of 17/7/79 
was written in bad faith and will turn the matter over to our attorneys. 



Oirector of I.enal Affairs 


549 




r. 


(iUfu 


f 


y •/ 


7 


+ Aj 

/> *^r U t \f 


t f- ffeiuj! (rAlljt l~'*-t>fe^t- fV ncv; ■/ 


5 

c. 


3- £<*- h Lr*r ejhjc*, fy tw ,£ Cvt\. icffr^O </ 

lA+J- 4 *f (?C^ c fv <s$. 

I bo fh^ ij( )t>u/~+^/s Ci^e . 

?. &o Vw 7^ fVh&UcAnS i^f^m T)^ 

^ b* & <(hvj w ^fa, iv^/ -A-V^ y^/^/ 

y. rht*i<+~ ftc i<hff 

fo bc+S: y,As*-< 

CnU^ f hc^> r +f ') *£. J /w** i/i^/tUriOjn 

•* aci/fiss j? f * fZt'J Curt. 

JUAU d> + ^ ;/// ? 6 ^ ,h f J 

J </W if Ul ct\^ V^tA 
^ ^/- / J puy'fc • 

&CWi$ ^irc^b d f ^y'Tw ^* 4 - 1 

^cfvuf / fl f2Jd$d^ 

/k ’fb* she's , dShA&r/T 

Cd\jfL 7J~ t4 ^ S^k.ff' 1 \a 

<k(ch~ <~J t ^' 


.. -ED STATES DISTRICT COUR. 
FOR THE 

DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


CHRISTOPHER LLOYD ) 

GARRISON and ELLEN LEE ) CIVIL ACTION 

GARRISON, ) NO. 81-2608-T 

) 

Plaintiffs ) 

) 

v * ) 

) 

JOSEPH FLANAGAN, BARRY ) 

FLANAGAN, STEVEN FLANA- ) 

GAN, MARK McGREGOR, ERNEST ) - 

SIMPSON, JASON VAN STEEM- ) 

BURG, JOSEPH THOMAS, KEVIN ) 

FLYNN and PAULETTE COOPER, ) 

) 

Defendants ) 


* 


AFFIDAVIT OF CAROL GARRITY 


I, Carol Garrity, being first duly sworn, de¬ 
pose and say: 


1. I was a member of the Church of Scientology 
from April 1975 through July 1980 and during that time I 
became a staff member and worked full time for the Scien¬ 
tology Organization from August 1976 through July 1980. 

2. Between November 1978 and July 1980 I was 

a member of the "Guardian's Office" of the Church of Scien¬ 
tology. The Guardian's Office, more commonly referred to 
as the "G.O." by Scientologists, is responsible for intel¬ 
ligence gathering, covert operations and activities, spying 
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and public relations. The Guardian’s Office adminsters 

\ 

"front" groups such as schools and drug programs which are 
designed to make money. I have personal knowledge of the 
foregoing matters and participated in various "operations" 
conducted by the "G.O." 

3. The Guardian's Office headquarters in the 

United States is in California. However, the Guardian's 

Office has the power to go into a local Scientology Church 

and literally take over any section of it or the entire 

local church if necessary. This is covered in a policy 

letter written by L. Ron Hubbard, entitled "The Guardian". 

There is another G.O. headquarters at the Flag Land Base 

* 

in Clearwater, Florida. 

4. The Guardian's Office activities are conducted 

pursuant to various Scientology policies including "Fair 

Game Doctrine" which states: 

"Fair Game, may be deprived of property or in¬ 
jured by any means by any Scientologist. May 
be tricked, sued or lied to or destroyed." 

5. I have personal knowledge that the Scientology 
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organization has actively and covertly conducted operations 
against Attorney Michael Flynn in an attempt to get him 
disbarred and to destroy him and thereby eliminate him as 
a representative of those individuals victimized by the 
Scientology organization. Attorney Flynn was classified 
as a top "Enemy" of the Church of Scientology and I was 
sent numerous "orders" to "attack" him in the news media 
with a "black PR" campaign. 

6. One such*operation occurred between January 
and July 1980, when the Guardian's Office conducted a 
series of covert operations to infiltrate the law office of 
Michael J. Flynn by placing a "plant" whose code name was 
"Oscar" and whose real name was William Brode'rick. I am 
aware that other "operations" were proceeding against At¬ 
torney Flynn to get someone "inside" his office. 

7. Prior to July 18, 1980, as an Assistant Guar¬ 
dian, I had numerous conversations with Attorney Steven 
Burris in Las Vegas, NV, who represents the Church of Scien¬ 
tology there. Conversations related to the intent of the 
Church to find some basis to bring law suits against Michael 
Flynn and those in his office and also law suits against 
LaVenda Van Schaick, Ernest and Dell Hartwell and Eddie 
Walters. These lawsuits were to be brought against these 
people pursuant to the policy of the Church of Scientology 
which states that lawsuits are to be used to harass and attack 
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people who seek to expose Scientology. 

8. In one of my conversations with Attorney 

Burris in July 1980, he asked me to.sign an affidavit in 

connection with a proposed suit against Van Schaick, the 

Hartwells and Kevin Flynn. I told him that I could not 

verify the information in the affidavit. Attorney Burris 

« 

told me that he was aware of the covert agent used by the 
Church of Scientology. Attorney Burris asked me if I was 
"compelled to tell the truth" in the affidavit. I told 
Attorney Burris that I had always told the truth and he 
said that he would get someone else for the affidavit. 

9. The Guardian' s Office devised a covert oper¬ 
ation to stop Attorney Flynn's client, LaVenda Van Schaick, 
from speaking out against the Scientology organization. 

The program was code named "Shake and Bake" and pursuant to 
the program, G.O. agents, including Gary Klinger, were sent 
to Massachusetts to interrogate Ms. Van Schaick and to 
use various means to have her divorce her husband and fire 
Attorney Flynn, including the use of her auditing information. 

10. The Guardian's Office perused Ms. Van Schaick's 
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auditing files, which contained the most personal and intimate 
details of her life, and extracted confidential disclosures 
for the purpose of using it against her in "Operation 
Shake and Bake". 

11. The practice of reviewing confidential auditing 
files and extracting private and intimate details of an 
individual's life is a common Scientology practice. 

The date gleaned from an unsuspecting individual's file is 
commonly transmitted to "flag" in Clearwater, Florida and to 
the California headquarters for extortion and blackmail. 

This practice occurs regularly. I have personal knowledge 
of auditing infomration being sent to Clearwater and California 
for this purpose. 

12. On one specific occasion, I received a Guardian's 
Office order concerning Tonja Burden's auditing information. 

I was sent from the Guardian Office's main headquarters in 
Los Angeles, a document from Tonja's preclear folder called 
a "Wants Handled" list. This was a list of things that Tonja 
wished to improve herself with through auditing. I was also 
sent a list of "overts" and "withholds" which means transgressions 
against L. Ron Hubbard, Scientology, etc. The purpose of a person 
writing their "wrongs" is the general concept of confession. 

This list is only to be used to help the person face their errors, 
wrongs, etc. and thereby free the person by having "confessed". 
These lists are to be held in strict confidence. I was sent a 
huge stack of Tonja's "overts and withholds" writeups to take 
to the Review Journal newspaper, along with the auditing list 
from her preclear folder. 


5 





The purpose of the above orders were to disgrace, embarrass, 
humilitate Tonja and make her lose her credibility with the 
public and the press, as she had filed a lawsuit against 
Hubbard and Scientology and according to Scientology policy, 
anyone who does this an evil person called a "suppressive person" 
and must be dealt with accordingly. I carried out my orders, 
however, her auditing information was not printed in the papers, 
as the news media thought it was a disgusting breach of privacy 
which it was. 

13. When I was f>irst introduced to "auditing" or 
counselling in the Church of Scientology, I was told that 
the information or "confessions" I cave to my auditor would 
be held in strict confidence and that the only persons who 
had access to my auditing files were the auditor and the "case 
supervisor" - the person in Scientology who "programmed" the 
cases and decided what auditing the person should have and 
buy. This representation is made to anyone who undertakes 
"auditing" and it is shown to them in writing in the "auditor's 
code". 

14'. After I joined staff at the Las Vegas Organization, 

I had many occasions to witness that many other people within 
Scientology had access to the auditing files. 

These people could go to the technical division and take 
the folders and read them and study them and send information 
from the folders to other Scientology executives if 

they were ordered to, or chose to do so. This included information 
being sent to the Church of Scientology of California in 
Clearwater, which was regularly done. It was a regular 
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practice in the Church of Scientology that the Guardian's 
Office had access to any person's auditing folders at any 
time the G.O. chose to take them. 

15. The Guardian's Offices throughout the 
United States including Clearwater, Florida are run by 
the United States Guardian's Office which is part of the 
Church of Scientology* of California. The top executives 
and management are at the Church of Scientology of Cali¬ 
fornia, both in Clearwater, Florida and Los Angeles, Cali¬ 
fornia. 

16. The routine use and circulation of auditing 
information is done throughout the United States and 
outer "missions" send information from a person's auditing 
folders to the nearest "Class 4 Org" for ethics use or 
intelligence use in the Guardian Office intelligence files. 

17. When "missionnaires" from the Church of Sci¬ 
entology of California would come to Nevada, we were under 
instructions to give them full back-up and cooperation 

and this included revealing to them personal information 
about Scientologists and their auditing folders and intel- 
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ligence folders, if needed and requested. 


18. During executive meetins at the Church of 
Scientology, on many occasions the executives would sit 
and discuss information about staff members and public¬ 
paying person's auditing information. 

19. While on staff in the organization, I was 
in charge of the divrsion that sold all the.auditing and 
training and books and I was routinely given information from 
people's auditing folders so that I could get them to buy 
more and more auditing. This was a standard practice and 
this information would also be given to "indicate" to the 
potential buyer what auditing they should buy next, to 
"cure" whatever "insanity" it was they were trying to get 
help with. 


20. All of the above actions uniformly betray the 
trust that a person gives to Scientology and their auditor 
when getting auditing, and this creates a terrible fear 
about the possiblity of leaving Scientology and having your 
innermost throughts, feelings, desires, actions about your¬ 
self and others revealed to anyone including your parents, 
spouse, relatives and the news media. 
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21. When I thought of leaving Scientology after 
I realized I had been tricked and lied to, these actions 
had me terribly fearful that this type of blackmail would 
be inflicted on me. 

22. I left the Church of Scientology on July 18, 

1980 after being a staff member for approximately four 

years. I had become upset and in fear when I learned that 

* 

the top leaders of Scientology had been convicted of felonies 
in late 1979 and I did not agree with their conduct of 
breaking and entering, harassing enemies of the Church, 
spying on ex-members and other enemies of the.Church and 
trying to infiltrate enemies and all the other unlawful and 
underhanded conduct conducted by the Church. 

23. I had also been told that the alleged crimes 

top Church leaders had ccmitted were false and that the people were 
innocent and being framed and suffering from "religious 
persecution". It was unformly stated to all Church members 
that the Church never broke the law and didn't harass critics 
or enemies. 


24. I hired an attorney in Las Vagas, Nevada to 
represent me and my husband when we left Scientology so that 
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we would have in writing and on record the exact date we 
left and also to demand the unused monies on account at 
the various organizations- My attorney had a letter hand- 
delivered to the Church of Scientology of Nevada on July 21, 
1981 advising them of our intentions and that any attempt 
to contact us would result in a restraining order as we 
wanted no contact from any of them. 

25. One day later, Maddie Reese, a top Guardian's 
Office staff member from Los Angeles called Jane Peterson's 
house, another former G.O. member, asking for me. Jane 
advised her that I was not taking any calls from any of 
them and not to call back. 

26. I began to receive telephone calls at all 
hours of the day and night with people either being silent 
or hanging up. 

27. My husband and I then received a new unlisted 
telephone number and shortly thereafter, the calls began 
again. Sometimes whoever was calling would ask for a per¬ 
son unknown to me and I would advise them of that and they 
would call back over and over and ask for the person. 
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28. My husband and I moved to a house on Feb¬ 
ruary 1, 1981 and received a listed number and the calls 
continued. 


29. In mid-March, 1981 I went home to discover 

my home had been entered, every door in the house opened . 

and my dog had been put outside in the backyard. The 

sliding glass screen door had been pulled off and was laying 

« 

across the porch. The police came and could not find a 
forced entry and a report was not filed. 

30. My husband and I filed a complaint against 
the Church of Scientology, L. Ron Hubbard and Mary Sue Hub¬ 
bard in federal court in Los Angeles on July 1, 1981. 

31. I arrived home after work on my wedding an¬ 
niversary, July 21, 1981, to find that my home had been 
broken into and my husband's sports bike had been stolen. 

Said bike was valued at approximately $2,000.00. The finger¬ 
print people could find no prints other than one partial 
footprint in the backyard and that an oily substance had 
been sprayed on the windows, sliding glass door and door 
knobs to apprently cover prints. A few days later we dis¬ 
covered my husband's stereo turntable missing and again 
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found the oily substance. 

32. I began receiving phone calls from a girl 
asking "are your parents there"? I would say she had the 
wrong number but she would continue to call back. This was 
very upsetting as I have never recovered from my parents' 
deaths and this was one of the main things Scientology was 
supposed to help me witK in my auditing (counseling) . 

Later the same girl started calling and asking for 
my dad. Finding my father dead and the related circumstances 
of his illness and his death has always been very hard 
for me to accept and I revealed this whole situation over 
and over in my auditing in Scientology. 

33. To this day I still receive calls where the 
person either remains silent or hangs up when I answer. 

These seem to occur shortly after I arrive home from work, 
even after I work overtime. 

34. On July 28, 1981, exactly one week after the 
July 21, 1981 breakin, I went home to find my home had been 
been broken into again. This time it was totally ransacked. 
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drawers dumped, closets gone through and basically a total 
mess. This time the back bedroom window had been broken 
out. We could find nothing stolen on this occasion. The 
same officer who had arrived the other two times came again 
this time and filed a police report. 

35. On September 29, 1981, again I went home to 
find that my home had been broken into. The side door screen 

4 , * 

had been ripped out and the window opened and this was the 
point of entry. This time all my jewelry, wedding rings, 
keepsakes from my mother and father, my father's keepsakes 
from the war and college were all stolen. My husband's 
camera equipment was stolen along with some money and other 
things. The house had been totally and completely ransacked, 
every drawer, box, closet in the house dumped on the floor. 

Tha back rooms were also ransacked and everything dumped. 

My briefcase with all of my Scientology papers and corres¬ 
pondence from my attorneys, lawsuit information had been 
gone through. The fingerprint people found no prints, how¬ 
ever, did take pictures of the rooms and the briefcase. I 
have talked to my neighbors and this is not happening to them. 
The police have no leads and none of the stolen goods have 
shown up around town that they know of. The police do not 
know of another house on our block that has been broken and 
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entered this many times in this short a time period. The 
previous owner of the house resided there for approximately 
twelve (12) years with only one minor occurence. My husband 
and I have lost money due to insufficient insurance coveruye 
on the jewelry which we were not aware of and we have had 
to invest in solid doors, bolt locks and other locks and 
have ordered iron bars for every window in the house. The 
last three breakins have all occurred on a Tuesday, starting 
with our wedding anniversary. 

36. Nothing like this ever happened to me before 
I left Scientology in July 1980. 

37. The psychological damage done to me while in 
Scientology combined with the above harassment, breakins, 
and strange occurences have caused great mental stress and 
upset. 


38. My friend, Jane Peterson, who was also a 
Guardian Office staff member and left Scientology, has re¬ 
ceived numerous death threats, both oral and written, since 
she left Scientology and this is very upsetting and fright¬ 
ening to me also. 
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37 . 


* 


I am aware that many similar operations were 
conducted against Tonja Burden while 1 was working for the 
G.O. I am aware that a G.O. agent, Bill Broderick was 
placed in a position to spy on Tonja Burden and that the 
G.O. acquired an apartment in Tonja Burden's apartment 
building to spy on her and harass her. This is common 
practice of the G.O. against its enemies. 


Signed under the pains and penalties,of perjury 



SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE 
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OFFICE OF THE BAR COUNSEL 
BOARD OF BAR OVERSEERS OF THE SUPREME JUDICIAL COURT 
ONE WINTHROPSQUARE 
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02110 
(617) 426-8989 


BAR COUNSEL 
Daniel Klubock 


ASSISTANT BAR COUNSEL 

Bonnie H. MacLeod-Griffin 
Dermot Meagher 
James S. Bolan 
Eliza McCormick Fel-D 


April 2, 1980 


INVESTIGATOR 
Francine E. Miles 


PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL 

Michael J. Flynn, Esquire 
One Faneuil Hall Marketplace 
Boston, Massachusetts 02109 

RE: BBO File No. Bl-80-17 

Dear Mr. Flynn: 

I have reviewed the matters brought to our attention 
by Robert E. Johnson, Jr., and have recommended that these 
matters be closed in this office. 

This matter is closed and has not been docketed by 
this office as a Complaint within the provisions of Supreme 
Judicial Court Rule 4:01 and the regulations of the Board of 
Bar Overseers adopted thereunder. 

Thank you for your attention in this matter. 



Assistant Bar Counsel 


DM/cc 


566 






OFFICE OF THE BAR COUNSEL 
BOARD OF BAR OVERSEERS OF THE SUPREME JUDICIAL COURT 
ONE WINTHROP SQUARE 

BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02110 * 

C617) 426-89S9 


BAR COUNSEL 
Daniel Klubock 

ASSISTANT BAR COUNSEL 

Bonnie H. MacLeod-Griffin 
Dermot Meacher 

James S. Bolan April 30, 19 80 

Eliza McCormick Feld 

INVESTIGATOR 
Francine E. Miles 


Robert E. Johnson, Jr. 

The Church of Scientology 

448 Beacon Street 

Boston, Massachusetts 02115 

RE: BBO File No. Bl-80-17 (Michael J. Flynn, Esquire) 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

I am in receipt of your hand-delivered letter dated 
April 3, 1980. It appears that you had not yet received 
my letter of April 2, 1980 at the time you sent us your 
letter. 


I am enclosing another copy of that letter. I have 
reviewed your letter dated April 3, 1980 and have determined 
that the matter will not be reopened. 

I regret that we cannot be of assistance to you. 



DM/can 
Enclosure 

bcc Michael J. Flynn, Esquire 
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OFKICK OF Till- HA!< COUNSEL 
HOARD 01 : 13AU OVERSEERS OF Till: SUPREME JUDICIAL COURT 
FJ.EVKN BEACON STREET 

BOSTON. MASSAC-1IUSLTES 0210S * 

(617) 720 0700 


BAR COUNSEL 

Daniel Kluiiock 

ASSISTANT BAR COUNSEL 

Bonnie II. MacLlod-Ciiifi in 
Deiimot Mcaciieh 
James S. Bolan 
Eliza McCormick Feld 
Constance V. Vecchione 
Paul A. A. St. Amour 

investigators May A, 1981 

James J. O’Neill 
Francine E. Mills 


Rev. Robert E. Johnson, Jr. 

The Church of Scientology of Boston 

448 Beacon Street 

Boston, Massachusetts 02115 

Re: BBO File No. B1-81-3V 

Dear Reverend Johnson: 

I have reviewed and investigated the matter which 
you brought to our attention regarding Attorneys Flynn, 
Greene and Hoffman. 

Please be informed that after due consideration of 
this matter, the file has been closed in this office as 
not involving professional misconduct warranting disci¬ 
plinary action by the Board of Bar Overseers. 

I am sorry that we cannot be of assistance to you. 



Constance V. Vecchione 
Assistant Bar Counsel 


CVV/ch 

cc: Michael J. Flynn, Esq. 

Thomas M. Greene, Esq. 
Thomas G. Hoffman, Esq. 
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TClEK 

94-0472 


HALE AN D DORR 


. COUNSELLORS AT LAW 
60 STAT E STRE E T 
BOSTON. MASSACHUSETTS 02109 


UUP«oiu 

(*>•/) 7At s»ion 


H l CCOriCR 

MCST.C <«i7) j«7 *'JJ <®<7) 74? |MO* 
IMTCRMATlOMAl (®i7) 367-6180 


CAUU ADOm £> •_ 
HAf IS B S N 


March 3, 1980 


Michael J. Flynn, F.sq. 

3 Faneuil Hall Marketplace 
Boston, Massachusetts 02109 

Dear Mike: 

You asked me to write a letter reporting a conversation 
which I had with an individual who made an inquiry about you. 

About a month ago an individual called me on the tele¬ 
phone, stated his name was Eric White and that he was a 
paralegal employed by a New York firm, whose name he mentioned 
but which I forget. He said he was calling concerning the 
Sequeira case because his firm in New York had a case very 
similar to it. He asked a few questions about whether Mr. 
Sequeira was alive or whether the wife was still around and I 
said I had no idea. He then started asking some questions 
about you. He asked if I thought you handled the case well 
and I said I thought you did. He asked if there was any 
unethical conduct of yours in the case and as to whether there 
were any bar association complaints pending. I told him cer¬ 
tainly not and at that point I asked him if he was sure that 
he in fact was a paralegal as he had represented to be and I 
told him that I thought his questions at that point were quite 
ridiculous. He repeated that he was and he indicated that he 
was .calling from a pay phone and the conversation ended. 

That is all I can remember of it. It certainly did appear 
to me that when he made some statements implying improper con¬ 
duct on your behalf he was not who he represented himself to be. 
Unfortunately I made no notes or other memoranda of the conversa¬ 
tion . 



Very-struly yours 


Moxham 


DGM/mob 
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BROWN. RUDNICK, FREED & CESMER 

COUNSELLORS at law 
ONE FEDERAL STREET. BOSTON, MASS. 02110 

TCLEPMONE 1617) S-»2 3000 • CABLC "LAW ri RM BOSION 


February 1, 1980 


Michael Flynn, Esquire 
One Faneuil Hall Market Place 
Boston, Massachusetts 02109 

Dear Mike: 

As we discussed on the telephone the other day, this 
will confirm that I received telephone calls from someone 
claiming to be Eric White who alleged that he was writing an 
article concerning medical malpractice cases and requested 
information concerning you, and my professional opinion of 
you as an attorney. 

I indicated to Mr. White that I was reluctant to de- 
vulge any information concerning a person's character over 
the telephone, even if that information would be complimen¬ 
tary to the person. 

However, Mr. White was insistant and proceeded to 
ask questions about major litigation that you were involved 
in since the time you passed the Bar, in fields other than 
medical malpractice. Indeed, the caller proceeded to ask 
questions about your personality during law school and your 
background before law school. 

Since I did not recall any specific incidents during 
law school, I was very general in my responses, despite the 
caller's insistence on specific information. 

If I can be of any further help, please do not hesi¬ 
tate to contact me. 

Best personal regards. 


ter/ Q TauROw 
OaniCl O Sullivan 
ai c xanoCB D kOvCL 
RO> D toulan.jr 
DAVIO G STCRn 
ROBERT C 8ROO*S 
marry m GROSSman 
M ROBCRT DUSmman 
GCORGC L GOCHROS 
TuC*ER ORummOnO 
OaviD J TRACY 
JOSEPH r RYAN 
JOHN AC MAT 2 
MOWARG L LEVIN 

Of COUNSEL 
JOHN r COLLINS 


m a T T m C vs BROWN 
alFORO p RuOniCa 
MIRSm f REEO 
HEnRy CCSmER 
COWARO SCmnEiOER 
AARON J. BRONSTEIN 
MARVIN N GCLLEB 
JACK H CalCCnman 
DONALD C PAULSON 
KENNETH A A OR B 
PETER O GENS 
LAWRENCE M LCVT 
STEPHEN WOLTBCRG 
Philip C SCHNEIOER 
M FREDERICK PRiT?K£R 
JOEL M RECK 
ANDRE? C JASSE. JR 
JEFFRET M FREEDMAN 
CARL C AXELROD 


Sincerely, 


Sheldon M. Drucker 
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V. 


M i: M o K A N n II M 


FROM : 
TO : 
DATE: 

RM : 


On August 20, 1981, T had a telephone conversation with 

Sanford Katz, Esq., attorney for the Church of Scientology, New York. 

Mr. Katz called to say that the Church would only settle for the amount 
paid in by Donald and Peggy Bear, which totals approximately $104,000.00 
and that the Church would not pay an additional $10,000.00. After re¬ 
peated questions as to whether the Church had ever agreed to pay 
$10,000.00 on top of the amount paid in, Mr. Katz admitted that it once 
had made that agreement but that Mr. Flynn had rejected the offer. 


Tom Holman 
File s 

August 26, .1 9 8 .1 

Peggy Bear v . Church of ..Sci cn io l og y 


Mr. Katz again, as in previous telephone conferences, 
repeated the taunt that we should personally ascertain whether Donald 
and Peggy Bear were agreeing to settle since Mr. Flynn could not be 
trusted . 


Mr. Katz stated that 11 1 am looking forward to Mr. Flynn’s 
disbarment I asked him to repeat that statement and after he did, I 

repeated it and asked him if that was an exact quotation. He stated 
that it was. I said to him that that was a hell of one thing lor one 
lawyer to say to another lawyer since it is slanderous. I asked him for 
the underlying facts and after repeated requests for the facts that he 
had relating to any claim that he had that Michael Flynn had acted unpro 
fessionally, all he could say was that it was the way that Mr. Flynn had 
been conducting the settlement negotiations nationwide. Katz asserted 

settlement was Flynn’s way of cashing in and spreading 
I asked him whether he, on behalf of the Church, had or 
file a n y complaint with the Bar Association. Mr . ''Katz 
filed such a complaint. 


out his 1 o 5: s e s . 
was prepared to 
said he had not 


1 stated to Mr. Katz that 1 had an obligation to inform 
Mr. Flynn of his statements and he said "go right ahead.” 


Subsequently, I telephoned Michael Flynn and informed him 
of the substance of the above conversation with Sanford Katz, Esq. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE 

DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 
No. 79-2491-G 

-x 

LaVENDA VANSCHAICK, ET AL, : 

Plaintiffs, : 

VS. : 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF : 

CALIFORNIA, ET AL, : 

Defendants. : 

-x 

DEPOSITION of KEVIN TIGHE, a witness 
herein, taken pursuant to the applicable provisions of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, at the offices of Michael J. 
Flynn, Esquire, 12 Union Wharf, Boston, Massachusetts 02109, 
on Monday, December 20, 1982, commencing at 10:15 a.m., before 
Karen E. Rizman, a Notary Public within and for the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts. 


RIZMAN COURT REPORTING 

18 TREMONT STREET 
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02108 
(617) 227-1688 














1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


73 



A I don't know who she worked for; for the Church of 

Scientology. I 

Q Of California? 

A I imagine; but that's my guess. 

Q And at thi- time, you wr^re working for the Church of 

.Scientology of Boston, right? 

A Right. 

Q And you were being briefed by the Church of Scientology of 

California out in Los Angeles? 

A I was loaned to the Church of Scientology, California, by 

Boston. 

C Okay. That's two times. 

What other — for what other purposes did you go to 
Los Auigeles? 

A That's actually three times. There's twice in December 

for the legal case, once flying out to be briefed, once 
when we ended it for December and flew back out and came 
back, once bringing the trash documents out. 

I don't really recall, to tell you the truth. 

Q V7ell, you remember going out there often in 1981, as many 

as 15 times? 

A Yeah, I went out once as -- once, twice in one week, and 

I believe once was a discussion with regard to what to do 
with the trash documents, just discussion. A"d the second; 
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time that week was actually, physically, bringing them out. 

Again, they were probably mostly briefings. In 
other words, instead of speaking to somebody on a phone or 
something about strategy or where we want to proceed, we'd 
be flown out for a weekend and have meetings and develop 
strategy. 

Q Okay. Who flew you out? 

A Boston would always pay for it, as far as I know. 

Q Did you ever see the checks? 

A No, because for the most part, they were paid for at the 

airport, but I'm almost sure -- I mean, that would be easy 
to find out, I suppose, if Boston would pay for it. 

Q How do you know? 

A Because I'd have to get with the finance person in Boston 

to make sure that the reservation was made, and find out 
what the cheapest flight or the best available flight was. 

Q But you don't know where the finance officer was getting 

his approval for the flight, do you? 

A No, don't know. 

Q Can you remember any other reason you went to Los Anceles 

in 1981, other than what you've testified to? 

A I think what I testified to pretty much covers it. 

Q All right. 

Mow, you took some documents from this office 
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compound; is that correct? 

A Yes- Trash, like you were about to say. 

Go ahead. 

Q Well, the question is: Did you take some documents from 

this office compound? 

A If you can define that? 

Q "Office compound" means anywhere, any location inside the 

gates that front on the public highway. 

A Well, for the most part, with regard to the action you're 

talking about, there were no gates. 

Q All right. Anywhere inside the line that runs along - end 

we'll get some pictures at the break -- 

A No, that's fine. 

Go ahead. 

Q — that runs -- you know where the Granite Building, the 

face of the Granite Building, is; out front, Union Wharf? 

A Well, there's a dumpster in the back there, okay? 

0 All right. 

A Fine. 

Q Do you know where the face of the Granite Building is, 

along the sidewalk? 

I 

A Sure. 

I 

Q All right. 

i 

And then there's a parkinc area behind that Granite ; 
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A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 


Building; is that right? 

Right. That's correct. 

Now, you've walked into that parking area; is that correct? 
Bure. 

When you walked into that parking area - just yes or no - 
did you know whether or not it was private property or not? 
Did I know whether or not it was private property or not? 
No, I didn't know whether it was private property or not. 
You didn't know? 

That's correct. 

Okay. 


Did you know whether there was a security guard? 
Sure. I often talked to him, had cigarettes with him, 
spoke to him about what I was doing. 

Okay. Your testimony is that you had conversations with 
the security guard — 

Several. 

— at Union Wharf? 

Several. 

All right. 

Does "several" mean two or more than two? 


Over whatever oeriod, a twc-and-a-half-vear oeriod of time,! 

! 

between here and back at Faneuil Hall, I probably spoke to ; 


them. 20. 3 0 mavbe even 4 0 times. 
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Q All right. We're going to forget Faneuil Hall. 

A Good. 20 times is a good ballpark figure. 

Q 20 times you had conversations with the security guard at 

Union Wharf; is that correct? 

A Yes. More than one: there were probably two or three 

security guards. 

0 A.ll right. 

Now, generally, what time of the day did you have 
those conversations? 

A It was either in the evening, very late - eleven, twelve 

o'clock at night - or very early in the morning - 5:30, 
six in the morning. 

0 And what was the substance of those conversations, as best 

you can recall? 

A "Hi, how ya doing? It's cold out. Got a light?" Nothing, 

you know, "Hey, can you come in the morning, because 
people don't want you coming here at night?" That was one 
conversation. "Please come in the morning." 

0 Did the security guard give you permission to come onto 

the property? 

A. Sure. A.s a matter of fact, a cuy named Warren, who was the 

overall supervisor here, ab^-ut the first week that you 

| 

moved into this complex, accompanied me abound, letting re¬ 


take trash. 
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What is his name? 

Warrren. 

Do you remember his last name? 
No. 


But he was the superintendent, or person in charge \ 
of the crews, and he let me — he actually let me come 
into the building, take a barrel, and walk around with it. 
Come into what building? 

Come into the complex, I'm sorry —- Oh, no, into the 
building, the middle building over here, where the — it's 
residential and offices, and let me use the barrel that he 
pushed around, putting trash into. He gave me permission. 
He let you use his barrel? 

Pushcart. And let me walk around freely. 

So you walked around with his barrel — 

Freely. He let me do it. 

— in the gray building? 

In the gray building, around the complex, wherever I 
wanted to go, he said, "No problem." 

Well, let's — you were in the gray building with the 
pushcart? 


Yes. That's where they store it. 

And you walked around the crav building, retrieving 
Inside the gray building, around the complex here, c 


I 

i 

rash?i 

I 

i 

4- * ! 
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the dumpster. 

Q And where did you retrieve trash inside the gray building? 

A There’s - on each floor - receptacles where the people put 

their trash, so they don’t have to bring it out to the 
dumpster, and he accompanied me. 

Q And you took all those people’s trash? 

A Mo. I helped him. I didn't take it. I helped him. bring 

it outside. 

0 Who did you tell him you were? 

A I used an undercover disguise, saying that I was an artist, 

and I needed — could use the materials to help me with my 
artwork. 

Q Where did you learn that disguise? 

A Where did I learn it? 

Q Right. 

A I thought it up myself. 

Q Did you have any discussions with anybody about it? 

A No. It was kind of off-the-cuff. 

C Did you have any discussions with Elaine Segal or Maureen 

Nagles about it? 

A Neither. 

O Robert Johnson? ! 

| 

A No. 

P Warren Triske? 

i 
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A I didn't discuss it with him, no. j 

Q Okay. 

So you just thought up this ruse, that you were an 
artist looking for — 

A Well, the fact of the matter is, there's a book published 

on the subject, which is available in any library, in 
which I believe there's legal precedents saying that it's 
okay to do, which you — 

Q Who told you about that book? 

A Somebody — I don't know. Somebody brought it to my 

attention. I'm not even sure. It was — 

Q And what is your — 

A. Anyway — let me finish my answer. 

Q Oh, go ahead. 

A Good. 

And, based on that book, it was done. A.s far as 
using the guise of an artist, it was an off-the-cuff thing 
the first time I needed to think something up. There was 
even a — it was even recorded -- there was even a subject 
of the same type of investigative technique in The Real 
Paper approximately two years ago, before it went down the 
drain. 

Q So you read it in The Real Paper, too? | 

I 

A After I had bequn. There's --n investigator down in Quincy j 
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that uses the technique. 

Q Do you recall the name of the book? 

A Mo, but the guy was the — he became famous for taking the 

trash of Henry Kissinger and various other celebrities and 
then making them into sculptures. 

Q Where did you learn about the book? 

A I don't recall. Again, it was mentioned to me at some 

point and I don’t recall. 

Q What is your memory of what the book says with regard to 

the legal precedents about the permissibility of taking 
the trash? 

A Didn't read the book; just glanced through it, saw that he 

had went, I think, all the way up to the Supreme Court and 
gotten a decision in his favor, I believe, against Henry 
Kissinger. 

Q So it's your testimony that you glanced through a book — 

A Yes. 

Q -- that said it was legally permissible to go and take 

people's trash? 

A No, that's not my testimony. 

Q Well, did you testify that you were -- 

1 

A My testimony is that I saw a book, glanced through it, and^ 

in that book there's some type of legal precedent with 

I 

regard to this individual. As far as what the prececent is,I 
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Q 

A 

C 

A 

Q 

A 


Q 

A 

Q 

A 

c 

A 

0 

A 

Q 

A 


I don't know. 

Did you consult any attorneys as to whether it was legally 
permissible? 

No. 


Did you question whether or not the trash could be taken 
from public or private property? 

Not initially, no. 

Did you question that at some point? 

At some point, we researched the laws and found out, except 
for an ordinance that might - if you got real general 
about it - might apply with regard to being a junk collec¬ 
tor. That's the only — 

Who researched the law, Mr. Tighe? 

Ben Shaw, I believe. 

Who's Mr. Shaw? 

Ben Shaw assisted — was the Assistant Guardian for T n f 0 r- 
mation for approximately one year. 

And when did you research the law? 

I didn't research the law. 

When did Mr. Shaw research the lav;? 

I don't know, but he was — it would have Drobablv been • in,! 

i 

i 

maybe, fall of '81. I really don't know. 

In the fall of '81. Is that when you -- 


Summer of '81. 


i 


I don't 
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Q Was that the time that you stood up in front of Judge 

Garrity? 

A No, it was before that. 

Q What's your best memory as to how long before that? 

A I'd say, maybe six to nine months prior to that. 

Q Okay. 

How long had you been taking the trash when you 
were told by Mr. Shaw that he had been researching the 
subject? How long had you been taking the trash before 
that? 

A We began taking the trash here, or — 

Q Just let's deal with Union Wharf. When did you begin 

taking the trash here? 

A Approximately a week after you moved here, and I believe 

you moved here in the summer of '80, maybe the spring of 
'80, I don't — I think it was the spring of '80. 

Q If I suggest to you it was February of 1980, does that 

refresh your memory at all? 

A Could have very easily been, sure. 

Q All right. 

So you took the trash from here between February-ofj 
'80 and sometime six to nine months before the fall of 
’ 81 -- 

A You've cot me confused. 
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Q 

A 

Q 


A 

Q 

A 

Q 


A 
0 

A 
Q 


Before Mr. Shaw told you -- 

I'm not even with you. If you*re asking me a question, 
start again. 

All right, let’s start over again. 

What’s your best memory of how long you took the 
trash from Union Wharf before Mr. Shaw told you that he 
had researched the taking of trash between — from public 
or private property? 

Again, you’re going to have to get your questions so I can 
understand them. 

All right. 


At some point in the early part of 1980, you were 
taking trash from Union Wharf; is that correct? 

Early part of 1980? Yes. 

All right. 


And at some point, Mr. Shaw told you that he was 
researching the laws about taking trash from public or 
private property? is that correct? 

That’s correct. 

All right. 

And your best memory of when Mr. Shaw did that is 
six to nine months before the fall of 'clr is that correct? 

i 

i 

That's correct. 

So that would put it rouchly in the tiir.e of, say, anywhere 
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between February and May, 1981, that Mr. Shaw told you 
that he was researching the law on that subject? 

A Right. 

Q So at that point, you had been taking the trash for 

roughly a year from Union Wharf; is that correct? 

A Right. 

C Now, during that year, did you research the law or make 

any attempt to find out whether it was legally permissible 
to go onto private property and take trash? 

A No. 

Q All right. Now, as I understand your testimony, you had 

approximately 20 conversations with security guards at 
Union Wharf, where they told you that you could do it. 

A No. I had 20 conversations with security guards. There 

were a couple -- they never said I couldn't do it. The 
conversations were usually more along the line, "Hi, hov; 
you doing tonight? Gee, it's cold out, it's snowing." 
"It’s hot." "You got a cigarette?" "You got a light?" 

You know. "It's late, I'm tired." 

Q Where did you have those conversations in the normal 

course? 

A Usually in the parking lot, because they made rounds, 

usually in the parking lot there, right by the r’u.rpster; 
occasionally, by the enclosed area there. Would say "Hi" 
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to them, go -- walk by. "Hi, how you doing? Going over 
to the dumpster now." 

Q Now, on how many occasions did they give you permission tc 

take the trash? 

A I wouldn't say that there was a time when they said, "You 

now have permission," with the exception of Warren, origi-! 
nally, when I first — 

Q What did Warren tell you? 

A Warren said, "Sure, you can have the trash. I don't care. 

It doesn't bother me." "Can I use the barrel?" "Sure." 

You know. "Let me show you around." 

Q All right. Now, you used the barrel for what? 

A Initially, to put the garbage into the barrel, and then 

bring it back to the dumpster, through various areas. 

Q Okay. You'd come into the Granite Building and get the 

barrel — 

A Just once or twice, because subsequently it was found out 

that trash was put directly into the dumpster. We didn't 

know where the trash was. I didn't know where the trash 

was at that time. 

Q Well, what were you using the barrel for? 

i 

A Again, I didn't know where — if the trash -- whether you j 

I 

threw the trash right outside your door there, whether it j 
was brought back to the duirp?-ter. There are various 
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buildings here where the trash is left right outside. At 
least, at that time I saw that. And so the barrel would 
have been used to throw your trash into the barrel and 
brought back to the dumpster. As it turned out, it was ~i 
kind enough as to bring the trash directly ba-:k there for 
us. 

Q So you used this barrel to go around and pick up the trash 

and bring it to the dumpster? 

A I used the barrel? I, with the permission of Warren — at 

some point, I went around with Warren; at other times he 
let me do it by myself. I think the first time, he might 
have walked around with me—in all did maybe two times. 

Q Now, you were interested in getting the trash from my 

office; is that right? 

A That's correct. 

Q All right. 

Did you walk around Union Wharf with Warren and 
collect trash from other offices and bring it to the 
dumpster? 

A Only so that -- yes, to answer your question. 

Q For what reason? 

A So that I wouldn't co directly to your office, take your 

trash. It would kind of stick out a little. 

Q You did it as a cover? 
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A Right. 

Q In connection with your cover that you were an artist 

looking for — 

A That's correct. 

Q Okay. 

And at any point in time, did Warren tell you not 
to do it? 

A Mo. 

Q Do you know how long Warren was here? 

A No idea. I saw him the first few days, when he gave me 

permission to do it, and the permission was pretty much no 
problem with me. He was the one in charge of that, and he 
didn’t have any problem on it. 

Q All right. 

And did any other guard ever give you permission? 

A One guard told me not to come at night, but it was okay to 

come in the morning, because it disturbed people in the 
evening. They might think it was a burglar or something. 

Q And when did the guard tell you that? 

A Geez, I have, really, no recollection of when it was, 

except it wasn't during the cold season. It would have- 
been during the summer. 

Q Was it a night — was it '80 or '81? 

A Oh, it was -- I don’t know if it was '80 or ’81. 
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Q So did you come in the morning? 

A Yeah. We started coming in the morning.- sure. 

Q Did you ever come at night after that? 

A Very possible. I don't know. I'm sure we di'd change it 

later on. We might have started coming at night again. 

Q Did you ever wear a beeper? 

A At one time, I was — I had a job. Yes. 

If you want to know why, it's no big deal to me. 

Q The answer is you wore a beeper: is that right? 

A Yes. 

i 

Q All right. 

Did you ever come here with anyone else? 

A Sure. 

Q And who else did you come here with? 

A I came here with Warren Fr.i.ske, Chuck Y.alone, Paul Ladoo, 

Ed Lobel. I think that covers it. 

Q And did those people — in the normal course, did you come 

with another person? 

A In the normal course, no. 

Q In the normal course, you came alone? 

A For the most part, yeah. 

0 Fid vou ever ccme where anv of those individuals v-u men- i 

I 

i 

tioned or any other person was posted as a lookout? 

A As a lookout. 


I don't recall, no. 
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0 You don't recall any of them being posted as a lookout. 

Do you recall having any conversation with any of 
those people about using your beeper so that they could 
notify you if a guard was coming there? 

A Nr>. 

Q Never had such a conversation? 

A No. If you want to elaborate on the beeper issue, I'd be 

more than glad to. 

Q Well, Mr. Tighe — 

A If you're interested in the facts. 

Q — have you ever heard of a policy called r TRL"? 

A No. 

0 Have you ever seen a policy called "TRL'*? 

A No idea. Never seen a policy; don't know what it is. 

Q Have you ever received any training for lying under oath? 

A Lying under oath? No. 

Q How tc outflow false data effectively? Have you ever heard 

that policy? 

A No. 

Q Do you know whether that's any part of Guardian's Office 

trainina? 

i 

A No. I know it's not. 

I 

C Hov; do yo.u know it's net? 

A Because I've never been trained on it, ar.c I've never seen j 

l 
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any training like that. 

Q So that's your -- the .->cope of your knowledge, or • 

extent of your knowledge, as to why it's not a poli 
because you were not trained on it? 

A Right. 

Q Did anyone ever tell you it was not a policy? 

A No. It's the first I've heard about it. 

Q All right. 

Let's get back to the trash. Your testimony, ju 
so we're clear, is that none of those other people that_ 
you mentioned, or any other person, was ever posted as a 
lookout? 

A Not to my recollection, posted as a lookout, no. 

Q All right. 

Did you ever come and retrieve the trash between 
twelve midnight and six a.m.? 

A I'm sure we came during those times, sure. 

Q How often would you say you came during those hours? 

A Well, v.uite often it would be just past twelve midnight, 

so it could be, like, 70% of the tine, could be, and quite 
often it was before six. Those are actually the better■ 
times, past twelve, before six. So almost all the tire 
durinc those hours. 

0 It was past twelve o'clock. 
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A For the most part. 

Q Why did you choose past twelve o’clock, Mr. Tighe? 

A Well, for obvious reasons; there’s less people around. 

Q Why did you want less people around? 

A wsll f because it’s something that is out of the ordinary. 

In other words, if there was a lot of traffic coming 
through the parking lot, people might complain about it. 

Q You didn’t want people to know about it? 

A They could know about it all they wanted, as far as I was 

concerned. It's whether we would be asked to stop doing 
it, so we avoided confrontations with people so that we 
weren't bothering anybody. 

C That’s why you used the cover story — 

A Yeah. Well, I didn't want -- 

Q — so you could keep doing it? 

A — to go around saying I was taking Mike Flynn's trash, 

because it might get back to you. 

Q Why didn’t you want it to get back to me? 

A Because we wanted to continue the intelligence activity. 

Q Nov:, did you know I was an attorney when you were doing 

that? 

A Yes. 

C And who suggested that you do it? 

A I don't recall it specifically being succestec. It's -- 
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again, it’s an investigative technique that isn't uncomnc 

C Did you get authorization froir. anyone to do it? 

A No, I think it was more -- no, I don't recall getting 

authorization. It's not the kind of thing you specificalj 
had to get authorization for, I wouldn't say. 

Q It's not? 

A No. It's information collection. I mean, it could be 

going to the library. 

Q All right. It's your testimony that, under G.O. policy, 

it was not the type of thing that you needed authorization 
for; is that your testimony? 

A I never needed it, no. No. 

Q Did you ever get approval for it? 

A Approval? 

Q Right. 

A I don't know exactly what you mean. 

Q Did anyone ever tell you to do it? 

A I don't specifically recall; I believe, at that time - 

when we first originally started it - Gary Lawrence was in 
Boston, and it was a suggestion; it was something, you 
know, a means of obtaining information, investigative 
technique. 

Q Gary Lawrence told you about it? 

A I believe it was -- it could have been at his succ* stion, 
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sure. 

Q Do you know what his post was? 

A Don *t know what his post was, no, 

Q Do you know whether he was in the U.S.G.O.? 

A Yeah, he was in the U.S.G.O. 

Q And he cair.e to Boston and spoke to you about it; is that 

right? 

A Among other things, yeah. 

Q What else did he speak to you about? 

A I think — no court checks had been done on yourself and 

the other attorneys, checking courts - basic information 
collection - got those wrong, I believe. We went through 
all the docket sheets in the various Counties to see what 
type of cases, what type of lawyer you were, what, you 
know, what kind of cases you tried. 

Q When did you have this conversation with Mr. Lawrence? 

A Would have been December of '79, maybe November of '79. 

Q And the U.S.G.O. is the Church of Scientology, California; 

is that right? 

A I believe that U.S.G.O. is part of it. I'm not sure. I 

believe it is. 

Q All right. 

And your best memory is it was Mr. Lawrence that 


suggested that's what you should do? 
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A I believe so. 

Q And did anyone accompany Mr. Lawrence? 

A No. 

Q And did he show you any mission orders? 

A Yes. 

O What did he show you? 

A Mission orders. 

Q What did they say? 

A They, again, would have covered things like, "Get a 

liaison in with Legal? find out what's going on with the 
cases? do court checks on the people involved," meaning 
go through civil cases, see if they're involved in any 
civil cases. We ran through docket sheets, again, to try 
to get a feel for what kind of lawyer you were, what kind 
of cases you had tried. Check newspapers; basic, again, 
investigative techniques. 

Q Did the mission order have on it the trash retrieval? 

A I believe it may have said, "Check out the possibility 

of" -- you know, of obtaining it, sure. Probably where it 
came from. 

Q And did the mission orders have anything on there about- 

putting a plant inside iry office? 

A No. 


You're sure about that? 
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A It's strictly off-limits. 

0 Do you know where Mr. Lawrence is today? 

A No idea. I'd say he's in California, but I -- 

Q Do you know whether he's in the Church or outside the 

Church? 

A I don't believe he is. on staff? 

Q Do you know Mr. Klopper? 

A Yes. 

0 Did you have any dealings with Mr. Klopper? 

A Wait a minute. 

Q Paul Klopper? 

A No. No, I was thinking of somebody else. No, I don't 

know who he is. 

Q All right. 

Now, you mentioned a fellow by the name of Chuck 

Malone? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you know Mr. Malone? 

A Sure. 

Q And do you know whether or not Mr. Malone tried to pose as 

a private investigator? 

A He wasn't posing; he was a private investigator. 

Q And do you know whether he came to me, offering his 

- i 

services to me, as a private investigator, worKinc ror re? j 
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I don't know if he carr.e to you or you came to hiir.. I know 
that there were conversations between the two of you. Kow 
it came about, I don't know. 

And do you know whether or not he tried to enter into my 
employ as a private investigator while he was actually an 
undercover investigator for the Church? 

I don't know. 

Do you know anything about that? 

I know that conversations took place — or a conversation 
took place between you two. 

How do you know that? 

Because he told me. 

What did he tell you? 

That he had spoken to you. 

About what? 

Just that — I don't actually know; don't know. 

Do you know whether or not he had any mission orders to do 
that? 

No, I don't know. 

All right. 

Did you ever have any conversations with Silvana- 
Garretano, Mr. Tighe? 

Yes. 

When? 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR TRE 

DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


LA VENDA VAN ) 

Scaniuh , et Ax •/ 

) 

Plaintiffs ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, et al, ) 

\ 

s 

Defendants ) 


CIVIL ACTION 
NO. 79-2491-G 


AFFIDAVIT OF WARREN H. FRISKE 


I, Warren H. Friske, hereby depose and state 
as follows under the pains and penalties of perjury: 

1. I have personal Knowledge of the facts set 
forth in this affidavit and if called upon to testify in 
Court, could do so of my own personal knowledge. 

2. I am 34 years old and reside in Lynn, Massa- • 


chusetts 






3. Between the.years 1972 and 1982, I was a 
member of the Church of Scientology of Boston, ("Boston*). 

In 1976, I was recruited by Deac Finn to join the Guardian's 
Office, (“G.O."), which I"joined after the F.B.I. raid in 

$ 19 77. I became the Branch 2 Director and the Director 
of the Combat Information Center, ("C.I.C."), both of which 
are in the G.O. My duties as Branch 2 Director primarily 
related to internal security, and my duties as C.I.C. 

Director primarily related to maintaining G.O. files. 

» 

4 . While working in the G.O., I was Involved 
in numerous intelligence gathering operations and programs 
against Attorney Michael J. Flynn, LaVenda Van Schaick, 

Larry Stifler, Janet Troy, Marjorie'Hansen, the Lebowitx 

I llj , JCi- -•— ,?ni iy -f-hoca ont»r»tion3 

and programs are outlined in this affidavit, but this affi¬ 
davit Is not inclusive of all operations and programs that 
I was involved in while I was in the G.O., because such 
operations and programs are too extensive and comprehensive 
to include in this affidavit. 

5. In general, all members of the Boards of 
Directors of all corporations, including Boston, are re¬ 
quired to sign undated resignations in advance of their 
appointment as a director. For example, in Boston the G.O. 
prepared a "parallel corporation", of which I served as 


- 2 - 

















. one^f the directors and for which I was required to sign 
an undated resignation in advance. The purpose of this 
corporation was to have it available to transfer all of 
the assets of Boston in the event that the assets became 
reachable -through legal process. 

6. I saw numerous files in the G.O. pertaining 
to intelligence reports on Paulette Cooper. I saw some 
files relating back to the period in the mid 1970*s in¬ 
volving Paulette Cooper which files contain documents re¬ 
lating to the burglary of the office of Dr. Stanley Cath, 
Paulette Cooper’s psychiatrist, and in connection with 
operations against Cooper. In October, 1977,—the G.O. 
destroyed, tinder the direction of a U.S. G.O. Mission, 
hundreds or sensitive' uOuuiuerVLs'CoOpcr LZL— 
operations against her. Right up to the time I left the 
G.O., in March, 1982, there were regular intelligence' 
reports involving Paulette Cooper. From March, 1981 to 
January, 1982, there were communications, on almost a 
weekly basis, on the telex line between the U.S. G.O. in 
California and Boston pertaining to Cooper. For example, 
it was customarily discussed as routine G.O. policy that 
the appropriate method of dealing with Cooper was to con¬ 
stantly pressure her and harass her through various means 
including the bringing of frivolous lawsuits. In 1981, 














the G.O^ decided that a lawsuit should be brought against 
Paulette Cooper and Kevin Flynn in connection with an at¬ 
tempted deprogramming of Ellen and Chris Garrison by Ellen 
• • • 

Garrison's parents, the Lebowitz. Even though the G.O. 

knew at the time" of the bringing of the suit, in the sunsner 
of 1981, That Paulette Cooper and Kevin Flynn had nothing 
to do with the Garrison deprogramming, the G.O, dictated 
the purposes and goals of the suit, the timing of the suit, 
the parties to the suit and controlled all of the financ¬ 
ing of the suit. The suit was brought against Cooper and 
Flynn to harass them, even though the G.O. knew that they 
had no personal involvement in the deprogramming. 


X. ’Hi e fore goi ng Garrison suit was also brought 


against Ke vin jPlynn ,* pursuant-ito a very *specitxIT*optsi.ciulw«. 


This operation involved sending Chris Garrison and Ellen 
Garrison to the office of Kevin Flynn and Attorney Hichael 
J. Flynn, for the ostensible purpose of obtaining information 
about the Church of Scientology. The two Garrisons were 
directed, by the G.O., to go to the Flynn office for the 
purpose of talking to Kevin Flynn and obtaining statements 
about the deprogramming. The materials obtained in the con¬ 
versations with Kevin Flynn would then be connected to the 
Garrison deprogramming, on the grounds that one of the al¬ 
leged deprogrammers, Joe Flanagan, had told the Garrisons 









to either talk to Paulette Cooper or Kevin Flynn if they • 
wanted more information about the Church of Scientology. 

It was known at the time that the Garrisons vent tc the 
Flynn office, that Kevin Flynn and Cooper were not involved 
in the deprogramming, but it was the intent of the G.0 f to 
"set up the Flynns" for purposes of pressuring them and 
harassing them. 


8. Operations such as the foregoing and most of 
the other operations set forth in this affidavit, as well 
as most operations that I was involved in, while a member 
of the G.O., were all pursuant to written policy of the 
G.O. in a Course Pack containing "OPS G.O.". The purpose 
of these policies is to determine the., "position of power" 
from which an opponent of the Church* operates, and oi ZZ 


determine what am opponent of the Church "seeks to protect". 
In connection with these and other considerations, programs 
and operations are formulated to "attack" both the position 
o^power and the areas that am opponent seeks to protect. 

For example, in connection with Michael Flynn, the G.O. con¬ 
ducted almost daily operations against him, for a period of 
almost 2*5 years since he first became involved in litigation 
against the Church of Scientology. In connection with some 
of these operations, hundreds of telephone calls were made 
to many people involving Attorney Flynn, some of which were 





w -- ~ 




of in investigatory nature, and many of which were to .dis¬ 
credit and harass him. Some of the phone calls included 
calls to Phyllis Sequeira, one of Attorney Flynn's old 
clients and friends, for the purpose of suggesting to her 
that Attorney Flynn had withheld money from her, in con¬ 
nection with some of the cases that he was involved in on 
her behalf. Although there was no evidence to support this 
statement, the idea was to separate Attorney Flynn from 
this particular client, as well as to attempt to have her 
begin an investigation of Attorney Flynn and perhaps report 
him to the Board of Bar Overseers. Another call was made 
to Philip Chesley, one of Attorney Flynn's friends and in¬ 
surance agent, suggesting to him that Attorney Flynn had 
murdered the husband of one of his clients. Calls were 
made to virtually every attorney, on alroo"sV*every case - that 
-Attorney Flynn had ever been involved in, including the 
Marides Case, the Kemos Case, the Leff Case, and many others. 
Calls were made to nearly all of Attorney Flynn's clients, 
including Martha Leff, Peter Marides, and many others. 


9. Other operations against Attorney Flynn, in¬ 
volved an operation to plant an individual posing as an 
independent private investigator within the Flynn office. 
This person's name was Chuck Malone, and he contacted 
Attorney Flynn, stating that his name was Chuck North, 
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that he was a private investigator researching cults, 

and that he would like to work freely for Attorney 

Flynn in connection with his research of cults. 

• • • • 

10. In one operation against Attorney Flynn, 

it was determined to “"separate" Kevin Sullivan,*one of 
the lawyers working with Attorney Flynn, from him. It 
was arranged to have Kevin Sullivan’s secretary overhear 
a conversation between two individuals, one of whom was 
me, in which we stated that Attorney Flynn was in serious 
trouble with the Massachusetts Attorney General's office 
as a result of the documents in our possession which were 
being brought down to the Massachusetts Attorney General's 
office. It was our purpose to have the secretary give 
the information to* Xevin Sullivan - xoi* "•chfe V 
Sullivan sever ties with Mr. Flynn. On another occasion a 
similar arrangement was made in which Patty Flynn and 
Khurshid Bolt, Mr. Flynn's sister and one of his secretaries, 
were set up in such a way to overhear a conversation that 
another one of Mr. Flynn's secretaries in his office was 
a plant. Operations of this type were discussed on almost 
a daily basis and sent via telex to U.S. G.O., many of which 
were approved and many of which were not. 

11. In connection with another operation against 
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Attorney Flynn, in order to separate one of his secre¬ 
taries from him, it was made.to appear that Kevin Flynn, 

Kr. Flynn's brother, was following the secretary. Silvan* 
Garritajio, while she was walking on the street. The G.O. 
obtained a car similar to Kevin Flynn's, and an individual 

* ' 1 * ’ * * * »•-*.. • • • .1 i . « ... . • .. . . 

was set up to approach Silvana as she was walking down the 
street. As Silvana approached the G.O. agent, she was a- 
lerted to the fact that it appeared that someone was fol¬ 
lowing her. At that precise time, a car driven by another 
G.O. member screeched to a halt, made a sharp u-turn and 
went screeching down the street. 

12. In other operations. Hr. Flynn's clients, 

such as LaVenda Van Schaick and Tonja Burden, were tailed, 

numero us c alls were made“ro *neignbors xrom pay 

• • • • • 

calls*were made to the X.R.S. against Hr. Flynn, his banks 
were regularly called to get bank balances, operations 
were put into effect against his sister to obtain her 
trash and place a plant (covert agent) with her boyfriend. 
The office compound from which Attorney Flynn worked was 
regularly trespassed upon late at night, for purposes of 
taking trash from his office compound. 

13. Trash was also taken from the street outside 
the home of Constance Vecchione, of the Board of Bar Over¬ 
seers, Khurshid Bolt, one of Hr. Flynn's secretaries. 









from the Attorney General's office. Dr. Jack Clark, and 
others. 

. 14. In one instance, an ex-scientologist named 

Charles Gibbs contacted Attorney Flynn's office which the 
G.O. learned about from Flynn's trash. Gibbs represented 
a significant danger to the Church of Scientology because 
Gibbs had been actually kidnapped and held against his 
will. Gibbs was paid a refund to keep him away from Flynn. 

15. In connection with all of the operations 
and programs against Attorney Flynn, some of which origi¬ 
nated at the local level in the Boston G.O., and some of 
which originated at the D.S. G.O., information was collected 

a nd on wTmngf a d ail y basl3. and ^ptedic.tio.ns" __ 

as to what Attorney Flynn's activities and intentions were. These 
were typed up and given, on almost a" daily basis, to the 
various attorneys involved in litigation against him, in¬ 
cluding Attorney Harvey Silverglate. Mr. Silverglate con- 

-r. -- 

tinually questioned where all of this extremely confidential 
information was coming from, and he vas^directed to under¬ 
take various courses of action in connection with the 
pending litigation predicated upon the information obtained. 

16. In connection with some of Attorney Flynn's 
Scientology clients, very specific operations were undertaken 

















to "separate* them from Attorney Flynn, and to utilize 
Scientology lawyers to assist in the "separation process". 


For example, in connection with Jcse Baptista, one of 


Attorney Flynn’s Scientology clients, Kr. Bapda-fca’s 
superior, at his place of employment, was called by a 


G.O. agent impersonating Kevin Flynn. This agent** told 


the superior that Hr. Baptista was greatly indebted to 
Attorney Flynn and was concerned Baptista might leava 
the country. At the same time, another G.O. agent ob- . 
tained the names of various lawyers from Mr. Silverglate 
and the agent took those names to Kr. Baptista and told 
Hr. Baptista that he should fire Attorney Flynn, because 
Attorney Flynn was going to be disbarred and because 

-were imhv mending bar complaints', against him, some 

^ *" 1 " • —■ - — _ 

of which had been filed by Hr. Silverglate, and some of 

which had-been' filed by the Church, and that Hr. Baptista 
should hire one of the attorneys whose names appeared on 
the sheet of paper shown to Baptista. A similar opera¬ 
tion of this type was conducted extensively against 
Silvana Garritano in order to separate Silvana from 
Attorney Flynn. Again the name of a lawyer given by 
Harvey Silverglate, Judd Carhart, was given to Silvana 
by a G.O. agent after numerous operations were conducted 
against Silvana to make it appear that the Flynns were 
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harassing her, such as the incident where she was sup¬ 
posed to be followed by Kevin Flynn, in a similar in¬ 
cident, a very close friend of Siivana*s was contacted 
and given various information with regard to influencing 
Silvana to fire Attorney Flynn, go to another attorney 
such as Judd Carhard, and to undertake various actions 
against Mr. Flynn. 

17. In connection with LaVenda Van Schaick, 
numerous operations, pursuant to the "OPS GOS*, were con¬ 
ducted against her, including, but not limited to, the 
following: 

a) LaVenda's auditing files were sent to 
the BSN G.O. and they were culled for the pur- 

-- pose’s of "obtaining all "ava11 a5i e~~co nfidentia 1 "* 

and embarrassing information, which was then 
passed on to various levels within the G.O. 
Later, when it was learned that Attorney Flynn 
was aware that the G.O. regularly used auditing 
files to coerce and attack former members, a 
program was implemented to make it appear that 
the information from the auditing files actually 
came from external forces. In connection with 
this operation, all the information from the 
auditing files was used to contact third parties 
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which the G.O. ; learned about through the auditing, 
personnel, ethics, and student files, in order 
to obtain information from them. 

b) LaVenda was tailed actively and her 

husband, Paul, was tailed as well as her daughter. 
.' * - • - 

c) A phone call was made to LaVenda*s em¬ 
ployer by a G.O. agent. She was a waitress. 

d) When the U.S. G.O. sent the Klingler 

Kiasrfiou to Boston in connection with Van Schaick, 
the purpose of which was to separate LaVenda from 
her attorney, her husband, Paul was followed while 
Klingler was sent to LaVenda's home, knowing that 
Paul would not be there. — 

m) -A C.C. -ag u ..t callo d tho sothor of L aVmda*s 


former husband, who was the father of LaVenda'.s 
child, Sabrina, for the purpose of having the father 
bring an action against LaVenda to obtain custody 
of Sabrina on the grounds that LaVenda was engaged 
in various activities which were damaging to Sabrina. 

f) On another occasion, a G.O. agent followed 
Sabrina and talked to her while maintaining sur- 
veilance on the Van Schaick home. 

g) Various calls were made to neighbors of 
Van Schaick, she was tape recorded in telephone 
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conversations with'David Aden without her know¬ 
ledge, and various operations were put into 

effect, all of which were designed to separate 

; . • 

LaVenda from Sabrina, from her husband Paul, 

• • • • • f • • # • 

and from her attorney. The purpose of pursuing 
these operations was to pressure her and harass 
her to such an extent that she would be unable 
to continue with her lawsuit. 

18. There was an operation against McLean 
Hospital, which was associated with Dr. John Gordon Clark, 
in connection with which a G.O. agent named Cheryl Ballou 
was planted as an employee of McLean. She subsequently did 
Ctzzl. material fro?* thftt bvp* t*1, Tn anot-FTer instance, 
a plant was placed on the cleaning agency of the Center for 
Destructive Cultism, a center maintained by Dr. Jack Clark. 
Shortly after I joined the G.O., I learned of an operation, 

I believe called "Operation Hydra". The purpose of this 
operation was to steal all books that had negative informa¬ 
tion against Scientology, from every library in New England. 
This type of program would commonly go out to all G.O.*s 
in the United States. In connection with this operation I 
learned of a false wall that had been erected in the G.O. 
Boston, behind which were hidden piles of books that had 
been stolen from various libraries. After the F.B.I. raids. 
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these books were destroyed. Behind the false wall were 
aajiy files containing G.O. operations of a highly secre¬ 
tive nature. One G.O. operation involved an effort, after 

the F.B.I. raid to cover up all of the illegal activities 

» • • • 

of the Boston G.O. In connection with this operation, 

Sandy Cooper went all over the United States obtaining 
affidavits from individuals who had been involved in G.O. 
operations, which were of a highly confidential and crimi¬ 
nal nature. In Boston, Sandy Cooper worked with Julie 
Bergman in obtaining affidavits from Kathy Brown, Gary 
Brown, David Grace, Kathy Grace, Peter Marques, Paula Har- 
ques. Bill Foster, Nancy Foster, John Craig, Dave Grybowsky, 
and Sharon Grybowsky, as well as attempting to obtain affi- 
dtv'itr froT F/'brrt 7)f‘ d»r>o Sue Heffel in connection with 

the operations, of those individuals, of an illegal nature. 

I personally saw these affidavits obtained by Sandy Cooper 
and I know that they were in the possession of the Boston 
G.O. and the U.S. G.O., and that the contents of such 
affidavits generally involve the criminal operations that 
many of these people were involved in, in which they stated 
that the Church had no involvement and that the operations 
were conducted by them personally without any responsibility 
of the Church, all of which of course is a total fabrication 
For example, these operations involved the theft of docu¬ 
ments from Bingham, Dana t Gould, Dr. Stanley Cath, the 
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Better Business Bureau, infiltration of the Attorney 
General's office, and other similar operations. In one 
operation Z gave confidential information about Ron 
Gollobin, an investigative reporter, to the G.O. which was 
later telexed up lines in the G.O., for purposes of block¬ 
ing an Investigation by Gollobin, on the Church of Scien¬ 
tology. In connection with this same operation, a girl 
was employed as a G.O. agent to seduce Michael Taiibi, of 
Channel 5, for purposes of obtaining confidential informa¬ 
tion and blocking this investigative effort. To my know¬ 
ledge these operations were successful, and were among the 
items collected in the aforementioned affidavits. When I 
last saw the affidavits they were in the possession of 

- r 19. In connection with the attempt by the Lebowitz 
family to reach their daughter, Ellen, I personally moved 
Ellen around to various places in the City of Boston for 
the purpose of hiding her and separating her from her parents 
when they were attempting to find her and speak to her about 
the Church. Other Church officials informed the Lebowitzes 
that they did not know where Ellen was and that they were 
unable to have her meet with them to discuss her involvement 
in the Church of Scientology. All of this was a total fa¬ 
brication because at the same time I was hiding Ellen from 


) 
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them. Later, as previously stated, the G.O. decided po sue 
the Flanagan brothers in connection with the parents* at¬ 
tempt to inform her as to what the true nature of Scientology 

• , % • • • 

was. Kevin Flynn and Paulette Cooper were targetted in that 

suit ‘for purposes of pressuring end harassing them, even 
though the G.O. knew that Kevin Flynn and Paulette Cooper 
had no involvement in the situation. 

20. When I left the G.O., in January, 1982, it 
had possession of many documents which had been seized by 
the F.B.I. in the raid of 1977, and which pertained to opera¬ 
tions of ’the Boston G.O. which operations were reflected in 
documents seized by the F.B.I. 

21. T^ort* ere on* ao^lnst numerous 

individuals that I was involved in during the five years 
that I was a member of the Boston G.O., which are too numer¬ 
ous for me to remember and recount for purposes of this af¬ 
fidavit. 

22. In connection with the G.O. policy to attack 
an opponent's "position of power", many intelligence gather¬ 
ing operations arid programs were instituted against Mr. Flynn, 
to get him disbarred. It was the purpose of the G.O. to file 
numerous complaints against Mr. Flynn for whatever reasons 
could be manufactured, inform all of his clients that he 













was being investigated by the Board of Bar Overseers, attempt 
to get his clients to request investigation of him an even¬ 
tually to get him disbarred. This was one of the primary 
goals of the G.O. throughout a period of about 2 1/2 years, 
and Attorney Silverglate was constantly pressured to file 
Complaints against Hr. Flynn, including complaints based on 
materials stolen from Hr. Flynn*s office compound. 

23. In connection with the destruction of confi¬ 
dential information damaging to the Church, the G.O. destroyed 
documents in the Baptista and Garritano files which contained 
information about problems with the Church, people that 
Baptista and Garritano had disconnected from, etc. These 
documents were destroyed after a Court order to produce 
cinilor. documtntr ir* the Troy and warden cases. 

• 

24. The Church has claimed in its lawsuits that 
the Fair Game Doctrine was cancelled. This is false. Host 
of the programs set forth in this Affidavit were conducted 
pursuant to the Fair Game Doctrine. In fact, the alleged 
cancellation was only for "PR" purposes, but even the alleged 
cancellation "does not change any policy with regard to the 
treatment of S.P.". 

Signed under the pains and penalties of perjury 
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UPERIOR COURT OF THE SUTE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, 

PLAINTIFF, 

VS . 

MICHAEL J. FLYNN, 

DEFENDANTS. 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) NO. 825052R 
) 

) 

) 

) 


DEPOSITION OF PETER JOSEPH LISA, TAKEN 
ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT, AT 261 SOUTH FIGUEROA 
STREET, SUITE 300, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, 90012, ON 
FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 1985, AT 10:15 A.M., BEFORE GINA 

M. VILTZ, CSR NO. 6315, NOTARY PUBLIC, PURSUANT TO 
NOTICE. 


APPEARANCES: 

FOR THE PLAINTIFF PETER JOSEPH LISA: 

COHN, GLICKSTEIN, LURIE, OSTREN S, LUBELL 
BY: JONATHAN W. LUBELL, ESQ. 

1370 AVENUE OF THE AMERICAS 
NEW YORK, NEW YORK, 10019 

FOR THE DEFENDANTS: 

LEWIS, D'AMATO, BRISKOIS & BISGUARD 
BY: JEFFREY A. TIDUS, ESQ. 

FIVE PARK-SUITE 300 

261 SOUTH FIGUEROA STREET 

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 

ALSO PRESENT: 

KEVIN GILLETTE 
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A. ESTIMATE, SOMETIME IN LATE '79 OR MID 

1 9 P 0 , I DON'T REMEMBER EXACTLY. 

Q. HAVE YOU EVER MET MISS VAN SCHAICK? 

A. NO. 

Q. HAVE YOU EVER HEARD OF AN OPERATION 

CALLED OPERATION SHAKE AND BAKE? 

A. NO. 

0. WHEN WAS THE NEXT TIME AFTER THE 

CONVERSATION IN ENGLAND THAT MICHAEL FLYNN'S NAME 
CAME UP IN CONVERSATION? 

A. ESTIMATE, SOMETIME IN 1980. 

Q. IN WHAT CONTEXT DID MR. FLYNN'S NAME 

COME UP? 

A. AS BEST I CAN RECALL, THAT HE WAS 

REPRESENTING MISS VAN SCHAICK AND OTHERS WHO I DIDN'T 
KNOW WHO THEY WERE IN A SUIT AGAINST THE CHURCH. 


0. 

AS 

FAR AS 

YOU 

KNOW, HAS 

ANY 

CHURCH 

OF 

SC IENTOLOGY 

AT ANY 

TIME EVER 

CONDUCTED 

ANY 



SUPVEILLAMC 

E OF MR 

. FLYNN 

’ S - 

- OR MR. 

FLYNN 

• 


MR. 

LUBELL: 

WAIT, 

BETTER REDO 

IT. 



MR . 

TIDUS: 

LET ME 

RESTATE. 




Q. 

AS 

FAR AS 

YOU 

KNOW, HAS 

ANY 

CHURCH 

OF 


SCIENTOLOGY EVER AUTHORIZED OR ORDERED SURVEILLANCE 
OF MR. FLYNN? 


A. I HAVE NO FIRSTHAND KNOWLEDGE OF THAT. 

0. HAS ANYONE EVER TOLD YOU THAT SUCH 

SURVEILLANCE WAS ORDERED OR AUTHORIZED? 

A. NO, WAIT, I ORDERED SURVEILLANCE OF 
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HP. FLYNN'S GARBAGE CANS. 


0. WERE THESE HIS PERSONAL GARBAGE CANS 

OR HIS OFFICE GARBAGE CANS? 

| A. NO, PUBLIC PROPERTY, OFFICE GARBAGE 

: 

! CANS. 

j 

0. THESE WEREN'T THE GARBAGE CANS OUTSIDE 


; OF HIS HOUSE, THEY WERE OUTSIDE OF HIS OFFICE? 


I 


A . 

Q. 

A . 

RATHER. 

Q. 

A . 

o. 

SURVEILLANCE? 

A . 


OH, NO, THEY WERE -- RIGHT. 

WHO DID YOU RELAY THE ORDER TO? 
THE A.G. IN BOSTON — THE A.G.I., 


WHEN DID YOU ORDER THIS SURVEILLANCE? 
ESTIMATE, MID '80. 

WHAT WAS THE PURPOSE OF THE 


TO LEGALLY OBTAIN INFORMATION ABOUT 


MR. FLYNN'S ILLEGAL ACTIVITIES. 


0. 

A. 

F-A-M-C-0. 

Q. 


WHAT ILLEGAL ACTIVITIES? 

AS IT LATER TURNED OUT, FAMCO, 


AT THE TIME YOU ORDERED THE 
SURVEILLANCE, WHAT ILLEGAL ACTIVITIES DID YOU BELIEVE 
MR. FLYNN HAD UNDERTAKEN? 


A . 


I HAD NO SPECIFICS BUT I KNEW HE HAD 


SOME. 


0. 

A . 

Q. 


HOW DID YOU KNOW HE HAD SOME? 

A LAW OF PHYSICS. 

WHAT FACTS DID YOU POSSESS AT THE TIME 
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THAT YOU ORDERED THE SURVEILLANCE THAT LED YOU TO 
EELIEVE THAT MR. FLYNN HAD UNDERTAKEN ILLEGAL 
ACTIVI TIES? 

A. MY OWN EVALUATION OF HIS ERRATIC AND 

UNEXPLAINED BEHAVIOR AGAINST THE CHURCH. 

Q. DID YOU INITIATE THE ORDER TO START 

SURVEILLANCE OF MR. FLYNN'S GARBAGE CANS? 

A. YES. 

0. DID THAT ORDER HAVE TO BE APPROVED BY 

ANYONE BEFORE IT WENT INTO EFFECT? 

A. IT HAD TO BE CROSS-CHECKED WITH 

ATTORNEYS TO DETERMINE THAT PICKING SOMEONE’S GARBAGE 
WAS A LEGAL ACT SUPPORTED BY CASE LAW WHICH I 
DETERMINED AT LEAST FOUR DIFFERENT CASES INCLUDING 
DISTRICT COURT CASES THAT IT WAS IN FACT LEGAL TO DO. 
THEN I ORDERED IT. 

0. WHAT ATTORNEY DID YOU CHECK WITH? 

A. I DON'T REMEMBER. 

Q. WAS IT SOMEONE EMPLOYED BY THE CHURCH 

OF SCIENTOLOGY OR WAS IT OUTSIDE LEGAL COUNSEL? 

A. I THINK IT WAS AN ATTORNEY EMPLOYED BY 

THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY AND -- CORRECT. 

(WITNESS AND HIS COUNSEL CONFER) 

THE WITNESS: I DIDN'T UNDERSTAND OUTSIDE OP. 

IN-HOUSE. 

MR. LUBELL: BECAUSE YOU EMPLOY AN OUTSIDE 

COUNSEL IS EMPLOYED BY A CASE. 

MR. TIDUS: LET ME REASK IT. 
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Q. WAS IT SOMEONE WHO WAS ON STAFF WITH 

THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OR WAS IT SOMEONE WHO 
WORKED FOR AN OUTSIDE LAW FIRM WHO WAS EMPLOYED BY 
THE CHURCH? 

A. OUTSIDE LAW FIRM. 

0. DO YOU KNOW THE NAME OF THE LAW FIRM? 

A. I HONESTLY DON'T REMEMBER. 

0. WAS IT A LAW FIRM IN LOS ANGELES? 

A. I DON'T EVEN KNOW. 

0. WHAT ERRATIC AND UNEXPLAINED BEHAVIOR 

OF MR. FLYNN'S WERE YOU AWARE OF AT THE TIME YOU 
ORDERED THE SURVEILLANCE? 

A. THE AFFIDAVITS ADDENDUM TO THE SUIT, 

AS I RECALL. 


0. THIS IS THE CLASS ACTION SUIT IN 

BOSTON? 

A. YES. 

Q. ANYTHING ELSE? 

A. NOT THAT I RECALL. 

0. WHAT WAS THERE THAT WAS ERRATIC OR 

UNEXPLAINED ABOUT THE AFFIDAVITS AND ADDENDUMS? 

A. LIES. 

0. WERE THESE AFFIDAVITS BY MR. FLYNN OR 

BY OTHER INDIVIDUALS REPRESENTED BY MR. FLYNN? 

A. AS IT LATER TURNED OUT, HE DICTATED 

AND CHANGED WHAT THEY HAD ORIGINALLY SAID FROM THE 
INVESTIGATION THAT WE GOT. 

0. WHOSE AFFIDAVITS WERE THEY, WHO SIGNED 
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A. WHO SIGNED THEM? 

Q. YES. 

MR. LOBELL: YOD MEAN THE NAME? 

MR. TIDUS: THE NAME. 

THE WITNESS: AS I RECALL, VAN SCHAICK, AND I 

DON'T REMEMBER THE REST OF THEM. 

BY MR. TIDOS: 

0. . WAS IT MORE THAN ONE AFFIDAVIT? 

A. I DON'T REMEMBER. 

Q. WHAT LIES DID THEY CONTAIN? 

A. I DON'T REMEMBER AT THIS POINT IN TIME, 

BUT I REMEMBER HOW I FELT AT THIS TIME WHICH WAS THAT 

THESE WERE LIES. 

0. CAN YOU RECALL ANY UNTRUE STATEMENTS 

CONTAINED IN THOSE AFFIDAVITS? 

A . NO . 

Q. HOW DID YOU LEARN THAT MR. FLYNN HAD 

DICTATED AND CHANGED THE WORDS? 

A. FROM DOCUMENTS OBTAINED FROM HIS 

GARBAGE CAN LATER ON. 

Q. DO YOU RECALL WHAT DOCUMENTS THOSE 

WERE? 

A. HIS DRAFTS, I BELIEVE. 

0. HOW LONG WAS SURVEILLANCE MAINTAINED 

ON MR. FLYNN'S GARBAGE CANS? 

A. UNTIL THE EVIDENCE WAS TURNED OVER TO 

THE MASSACHUSETTS BAR ASSOCIATION AND THE 
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MASSACHUSETTS ATTORNEY GENERAL AND I DON’T REMEMBER 
WHEN THAT WAS. 

Q. WHAT EVIDENCE ARE YOU REFERRING TO? 

A. DOCUMENTS, FAMCO AMONG THEM. 

Q. ANYTHING ELSE? 

A. THERE WERE A STACK OF DOCUMENTS. I 

DON’T RECALL WHAT THEY WERE. 

0. WERE THE DOCUMENTS WHICH WERE TURNED 

OVER TO THE MASSACHUSETTS BAR ASSOCIATION AND THE 
ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE KEPT IN A SEPARATE FILE? 

A. I DON'T KNOW. 

Q. DID YOU SEE THE DOCUMENTS WHICH WERE 

TURNED OVER TO THE MASSACHUSETTS BAR ASSOCIATION? 

A. I SAW COPIES OF DOCUMENTS THAT WERE 

TURNED OVER TO THE CRIMINAL DIVISION OF THE 
MASSACHUSETTS ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE. 

Q. DID YOU SEE THEM BEFORE OR AFTER THEY 

WERE TURNED OVER? 

A. I DON’T RECALL. 

0. WERE THE COPIES OF THE DOCUMENTS YOU 

SAW KEPT IN A PARTICULAR FILE? 

A. THEY WERE A WORK PRODUCT AND TURNED 

OVER TO ATTORNEYS, WORK PRODUCT OF AN INVESTIGATION 
AND TURNED OVER TO AN ATTORNEY. 

0. DID THE FILE HAVE A NAME ON IT? 

A. I DON'T REMEMBER, I DON'T KNOW. 

Q. WHO ACTUALLY WENT THROUGH MR. FLYNN'S 

GARBAGE CANS? 
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A. I DON'T KNOW, THERE IS A CHAIN OF 

CUSTODY ON IT AND IT'S FILED. I DON'T KNOW. IT WAS 
A PUBLIC GARBAGE CAN, IT DIDN'T BELONG TO MR. FLYNN. 

Q. WHAT ATTORNEYS WERE THE DOCUMENTS 

TURNED OVER TO? 

A. I THINK SILVERGLADE, I'M NOT SURE, 

ESTIMATE IS HARVEY SILVERGLADE. 

Q. WHEN WAS THE LAST TIME YOU SAW COPIES 

OF THE DOCUMENTS? 

A. ESTIMATE, SEPTEMBER, OCTOBER '81. 

Q. AS FAR AS YOU KNOW, DID CSC MAINTAIN A 

COPY OF THE DOCUMENTS IN ITS OWN FILES APART FROM THE 
FILES OF ITS ATTORNEYS? 

A. NOT THAT I REMEMBER. I WASN'T 

CUSTODIAN OF THE FILES SO I DON'T KNOW. 

Q. YOU DON'T KNOW ONE WAY OR ANOTHER 

WHETHER THEY KEPT A COPY? 

A. DO NOT KNOW. 

Q. OTHER THAN THE SURVEILLANCE OF THE 

GARBAGE CANS OUTSIDE OF MR. FLYNN'S OFFICE, ARE YOU 
AWARE OF ANY OTHER SURVEILLANCE OF MR. FLYNN'S 
ACTIVITIES AT ANY TIME CONDUCTED BY ANY MEMBER OF THE 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY? 

A. NOT THAT I RECALL. 

0. DO YOU HAVE ANY INFORMATION OR 

KNOWLEDGE OF ANY SURVEILLANCE OF MR. FLYNN'S AIRPLANE? 

A. NO, ABSOLUTELY NONE. 

Q. HAS ANYONE EVER TOLD YOU THAT THEY HAD 
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March 25 > 1980 


Yesterday afternoon, about 3:30 p.m., a woman 
(who refused to identify herself) called and asked 
to speak to Mr. Michael Flynn "in regards to a 
case she had some information about and wanted to 
discuss with him." She said that she wanted to know 
more about the case's progress from Mr. Flynn. 

She refused to identify herself, in spite of 
the fact that I asked her four or five times, and 
proceeded to ask personal questions regarding Mr. 

Flynn. She wanted to know the size of his practice, 
where precisely he could be located at any given moment, 
where he was at the time of her phone call, ("a precise 
location where he could be pinpointed", in her words) 
where exactly he practiced law, and where else, besides 
his office, he could be reached. She also wanted to 
know his home phone. 

• The woman also asked my name. She sounded very 
familiar to me, although I've been unable to place 
her voice. She sounded as though she was attempting to 
disguise her voice, very nervous and tense. 

She stated that she had no phone where she could 
be reached, that she was calling from a friend's house 
and felt that giving her friend's number to Mr. Flynn 
for a return call would be "going too far". She also 
replied, to my repeated request for her name, that 
•this would be "superfluous information". 

Needless to say I told her nothing. She told me 
she would call back the next day, but I've heard 
nothing further from her. 


Silvana Garritano 
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April 10, 1980 


Dear Mike, 


Today, around 4:00 p.m., a gentleman named 
"Mr. O'Leary" called and asked for you. He stated 
that he needed to check a reference and that he • 
wasn't sure whether he had the correct "Mike Flynn". 

He told me that he had two numbers and wasn't sure 
which one to call. Some time later in the conversation 
he changed this story to, "Mike gave me this number 
when I called his home in Waltham." 

He wanted to know who I was, whether this Mike 
Flynn had ten kids, whether he had a brother named 
Kevin and whether he did live in Waltham. I didn't 
tell him. He asked me the same questions in a number 
of different ways. I still didn't tell him. I finally 
asked him for a phone number, which turned out not to 
be in service. 

This is by no means the first time this has 
occurred. His "MO" follows the documents we have, 
regarding getting personal information about a "target" 
by GO members, exaxctly. 




Silvana 
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May 1, 1980 


To: Mike 

From: Silvana 

Re: Continuing Harrassment 


Dear Mike; 

Yesterday, April 30, a young man came to the window 
while I was on the phone, pressed his face up against it 
and stared at me for about four or five minutes with a 
peculiar expression on his face. I couldn't call anyone 
because I was speaking to someone on the phone.' He just 
watched me for a few minutes, smiled and walked away when I 
hung up. He was about 22 or 23, glassy-eyed, heavy set, 
not well-kempt. 

Today, I got another obscene phone call on Jim 
McCarthy's line. It sounded like a young girl about 16 
or.17 years old. 


r 




Silvana G. 
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November 19»1981 


Michael Flynn, Esq. 
12 Union Wharf 
Boston, MA, 02109 


Dear Mike; 

I must advise you at this time, that I have 
been the recipient of a third and fourth harassing 
telephone calls from an unknown party requesting 
information from me concerning your business not 
in any way related to my case • 

I find these calls extremely difficult to . 
deal with due to my rather fragile state of emot¬ 
ional and physical health. I do hope that there 
is some way to stop them for now I am becomming 
anxious when the phone rings and there is no one 
here to screen my calls. I also feel that ray 
privacy is being violated by these unwelcome 
intrusions. 

I hope this state of affairs can be corrected 
quickly. 

Sincerely; 
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CHESLEY & KENTY 


INSURANCE AGENCY. INC. 


£ 


nsurmicc an; 



PHILIP C. CHESLEY 
RALPH W. KENTY 


43 DARTMOUTH STREET 
MALDEN. MASS. 02148 


TELS (617) 324-4118 


324-0352 

324-0353 


March 7, 1980 


Mr. Michael Flynn 
Attorney at Law 
Townhouse Twelve 
Union Wharf 
Boston, Massachusetts 


Dea r Mike, 

m 

As per our conversation yesterday, I am writing to confirm that 
on March 5, 1980 I called the following telephone number - 266-9500. 

This is, as you know, the Boston number of the Church of Scientology. 

As you also know from my affadavit, I received a call from an individual 
purporting to be an insurance investigator who had certain information 
about you that he felt I should know, to wit: that you had helped arrange 
the death of a Mr. Sequiera. When I called the above stated number, a 
young man answered and approximately the following conversation ensued: 


Young Man; Hello, Church of Scientology 


Is this 266-9500? 


Me : 


Young Man: Yes it is. 

Me. I'm sorry, but I must have the wrong number. 

'Young Man: That's quite alright. 

At that point the conversation ended. From this short conversation 
I am quite certain that the young man who I spoke to was the same person 
who made the call to my office as an insurance investigator. 

I hope somehow this will be useful to you. 


Very truly yours 



58C 













On February 2 H, IShilj (Thursday) .it ;i|g> r ux i ma t. e i y to*10:UU 

A.H. I received a telephone call from an individual telling me 

that he was an insurance investigator and that he had information 

he would like to pass along to me as a favor. I asked what 

firm he was associated with and his reply was "I'd rather not say 

at this time". He then indicated that a claim had been file with 

a life insurance company by a Phyllis T. Sequiera on the death 

of her husband, and that he was investigating the claim, lie told 

he that his case number was //682510. At this point in the conversation 

I was still not sure exactly why he was imparting this information 

to me since I had no customer named Sequiera and would have no 

need of this type of information. He then brought the name Mike 

Flynn into the conversation by indicating that he was involved. 

He indicated that Mr. Flynn and Mrs Sequiera were perhaps somehow 
involved in arranging the death of Mr Sequiera by contract with 
the Mafia, and that I should know this. When I heard the name Flynn 
I became more attentive. I asked the caller if he would repeat his 
name and he resoneded "I gave that to you at the beginning of the 
call". I responded that I knew that and had written down everything 
about the conversation except that and would only like to complete 
by notes on this. He then responded that his name was Williams. I 
do not remember whether that was the name he gave or not. 

My impression of the conversation was that I was talking to someone 
rather young and uncertain of what he was going to say. The tale 
he related to me was rather disjointed and it was only by asking 
questions that I began to make any sense out of what he was saying. 

I have never been called by an insurance investigator before and 
told things about an individual I do not know; in this case Mrs. 
Sequiera. I was in effect being told that Mike Flynn had a hand 
in arranging the death of Mr. Sequiera through the Mafia. 


I am convinced that this call was being made by a member of the . 
Church of Scientology. Mike Flynn alerted me about two months prior 
to this call that his lawschool classmates were being called by 
members of the Church who were posing as UPI "City Desk" and were 
looking for information about Mike Flynn to use in a book they 
were writing about Mike. I know Mike is handling a very large 
law suit against the Church, and that they are attempting to 
discredit him. Once I heard the name Mike Flynn from the alleged Mr. 
Williams I knew that I was talking to a Scientologist. 


581 



An employee of mine, Miss Elizaoeht Kilroy, took a call from this same 
individual on feb 27, 1980. He asked for either me or Mr. Kenty, my 

former partner. He was told that neither of us were in, but that 
I would be back on the 28th. Elizabeth asked what the call was about 
and was told that He was an insurance investigator and that he had 
information about a mutual client that I should know. 
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The Churcn of' 6cientolo ( 5) 7 01 Doston 

440 Beacon Street, fusion, Massachusetts 02115 I’hone: (017) 200-0500, Telex: 94-0297 



April 15th, 19tJl 


o Whom It Hay Concern : 


-nclof c-d : s .-n article ’.written by r.i ch; ; rd • •••ieland of 
Fr.BH.D0H KLV.’S SBrvVICF out of Los An.reles. The article concerns 

W _ 

Boston malpractice sttorney Michael J. Flynn and contains 
some rather interesting material on the methods used by Atty. 
Flynn. 


• I hope you find this intere 0 ting and would welcome any 
comments, suggestions or questions you may have. j'lesse 
feel free to contact me either in writing or by phone. 

I thinK it Is actions such as those described in Hr. 
'.sielano's article which has given the legel profession 0 bad 
name - in those limited areas in which its reputation has in 
fact suffered. 


Sincerely, 
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LEGAL NOTEBOOK 


BOSTON BARRBSTER 
DRAWS PEERS’ IRE 

THE MALPRACTICE GAME: 



by R. Wieland 


BOSTON (FNS)—While attorneys are usually reluctant to 
criticize the professional conduct of their peers, the behavior 
of Boston malpractice attorney Michael .1. Flynn has drawn 
not only criticism but a complaint to the Massachusetts Bar 
Association. 

Specializing in multi-million dollar malpractice suits, Flynn 
has become a pariah amongst some Boston jurists who sec 
him operating “in the gutter.* 

Flynn entered the lucrative field in the early 1970s and 
was rewarded handsomely when a single medical malpractice 
case brought him 5100,000 in fees. While the field seemed to 
be unlimited Flynn and others were about to have the door 
shut on their pursuit of the ambulance. 

Flynn was caught in one backlash when malpractice suits 
against Boston doctors brought the medical profession 
together to f ght the malpractice attorneys who were driving 
up insuninc** premiums. 

Malpractice is already laced with emotionalism when 
victims claim their livelihood has been ruined. But attorneys 
too often seek to drive up the compensation to drive up their 
share of the award and everyone suffers, according to experts. 
No-fapit car insurance was the result of skyrocketing awards, 
and Boston responded with a similar program to sidetrack 
the “ambulance chasers." 

Cases were being brought with little or no merit, on the 
hope (often successful) that a settlement would be achieved 
merely to avoid the time and expense of litigation. As the 
cases piled up in the courts and the awards grew into the 
millions oi dollars, the medicai profession struck back. A 
tribunal was formed in 1975 to hear all Boston malpractice 
cases. Plaintiffs had to post a 52000 bond to cover the cost of 
the hearing should the doctor be exonerated. If found guilty, 
a settlement was sought. Only in the last resort was the matter 
taken to court. 

While few attorneys were pleased with the concept, the 
number of malpractice suits and their awards plummeted. 
The runaway inflation of insurance premiums that had been 
driven up by malpractice lawyers such as Flynn was at last 
arrested. Stili, the costs were passed on to patients and 
medical care costs remained higher than ever. 

With thc'tnbunal in operation, Flynns practice began to 
suffer. Case after case was dismissed and the immense profits 
ongjnally envisioned began to fade. From a 5100.000 fee only 
a lew years before, Flynn ended up on a divorce case with 
only $8000 at issue. According to a Boston investigator, 
Flynn began to shuffle mortgages to maintain his affluent 
Boston life-stvlc. 

While the nature and value of his cases changed drastically. 
Flynn s abrasive conduct did not. Even when representing a 


former restaurant employee in a wage dispute, his tactics 
irritated other attorneys. One of the partners in the Boston 
firm of Choate, Hall and Stewart called Flynn a “bristh' rvp^~ 
who will argue for the sake of an argument alone. “Flynn 
tries to prejudice the judge by mostly contrived assertions," 
another attorney commemed. “One has to drag him back to 
’meet the point before the judge." 

When marital, credit card and employee disputes could 
not provide the financial rewards of medical malpractice, 
Flynn began to look for new “deep pockets," as one attorney 
characterized the search for money. 

Coincidentally, an alarming new trend appeared — clerical 
malpractice. Qergymen and churches had begun to replace 
doctors and hospitals as a prospective source of income for 
the malpractice attorney. 

A Christian Science church and two practitioners were 
sued by a coupic when prayer failed to save the. dying son. A 
minister with Grace Community Church in Los Angeles was 
sued when a young man he counseled later committed suicide. 
(Psychiatrists who had tended him a few days before were 
not sued, however.) 

“The church is no longer a sanctuary," said Don Schlachten- 
haufen of Church Mutual Insurance Co., which has been 
insuring churches against fire and other losses sinqe 1878. 
“There was a time when the church doors were left ofcn and 
nothing was taken. Now churches are being burned and 
robbed like everyone else; they're also being sued like 
everyone else." 

Flynn saw the new matkei and, like a riverboat gambler 
whose ship had sunk, he went ashore to ply his trade. For 
whatever reason, he chose the fast-growing Church of 
Scientology as his target. Recruiting several former members 
on a "contingency" agreement (Flynns fee would be a 
percentage of the award or settlement — about 40%), Flynn 
filed a lawsuit that topped anything Boston had ever seen in 
its medical heyday—S200 million was demanded. The best 
pan was that there was no tribunal to mtcrterc. 
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Initially, reporters lapped up the astounding figure and the 
inflammatory allegations. However, a major Los Angeles 
attorney who viewed the suit lound it to lx* tnvolous and 
essentially doomed. Tlx* suit sullered. lie said, from Flynn s 
mistaken belief tliat he knew what he was doing. In fact, 
Flynn has done virtually nothing to pursue the suit since its 
filing over a year ago. 

Instead. Flynn has gone to the media and paraded his- 
clients before the press. 

But the publicity campaign began to backfire. When 
defense attorneys pointed out that four linear feet of docu¬ 
ments filed by Flynn had nothing whatever to do with the 
case, but were solely to stimulate media interest, the court 
threw out every scrap of “evidence" Flynn had filed. 

As Flynn’s new enterprise began *o falter, he found 
himself in need of new ways to boost his financial prospects. 
Anti-Scientology writer Paulette Cooper provided the 
inspiration. 

Already in litigation with the church. Cooper had also been 
looking for publicity for her suits, and a joining of forces 
apparently seemed mutually beneficial. Cooper became one 
of Flynn’s clients. 

Cooper was already familiar with Flynn s tactics. She had 
told a Washington. D.C.. investigator that Flynn had illegally 
coached a former Church member in preparation for sworn 
testimony. But such tactics did not bother Cooper. Railing 
against “stupid honesty," Cooper has admitted that she, too 
was illega !> coached by suspended attorney-friend John 
Sellren, wno is “extremely dishonest"and does it because lx 


"needs money." Coojx*r even admitted to perjury. Fknn 
knows about Cooper’s admissions. 

Meanwhile, less excessive attorneys have drawn Flynns 
wrath. When one lawyer representing the Church of .Scien¬ 
tology took a legitimate deposition of one of Flynns clients. 
Flynn tried to get the attorney fired from his part-time 
position at a Boston university. The attempt tailed, leaving 
biller feelings amongst Boston jurists. It caused one Boston 
barrister to remark, “We aren’t going to get down in the gutter 
with him." 

Flynn’s behavior was the subject of a complaint filed with 
tlx* General Counsel of the Massachusetts Bar Association. 
According to the inch-thick complaint filed by the Church, 
Flynn and his associates had harassed church members, 
deceived the court, filed suits merely for publicity and 
obstructed fact-finding processes during the litigation. 

At the same time, a Boston court granted a Church request 
# that documents stolen from the Church be returned by Flynn. 
Some of the material was retained by the court as part of the 
litigation brought against Flyhn. The Church even had to go 
to Las Vegas to seek judicial relief when it was found Flynn 
was improperly soliciting funds and clients to beef up his 
publicity campaign. 

A fellow Boston attorney summarized it by noting thaj 
Flynn’s problem is that “he pretends he’s a very lamous 
lawyer." But, he said, “The proof of the pudding is what 
happens in the courtroom. There’s a point where you have to 
stop B_S_mg and be a lawyer." 
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AFFIDAVIT OF FORD MARTIN SCHWARTZ 

I, Ford Martin Schwartz, of 825 Oak Grove Road, 
Concord, California, hereby depose and state under the pains 
and penalties of perjury as follows: 

1) This affidavit is based upon personal know¬ 
ledge and also upon information and belief where so stated. 

2) In spring, 1980, I was "recruited" to work for 
the "Guardian's Office" (G.O.) of the Church of Scientology. 
I worked for Branch 1 of the Guardian's Office which is 
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concerned with external intelligence gathering. Another 
function of the G.O. is that of an internal secret police. 
The primary contacts that I had in the G.O. were Chris 
Vetter, Bill Craig, and Michael Woods. 

3) In late 1980, I was assigned to a project, the 
purpose of which was for me to become a public opinion 
leader in the anti-cult field and among those who were 
investigating Scientology. This mission was .assigned to me 
by Bill Craig, and later confirmed by Michael Woods, both of 
whom were holding the position of Assistant Guardian for 
Information. Other G.O. officers confirmed at various 
points in time the purpose of this mission. 

4) The purpose of becoming a public opinion 
leader against the Church of Scientology was so that I could 
infiltrate and pentrate any individuals or groups opposed to 
the Church including Attorney Michael J. Flynn of Boston, 
Massachusetts, who I referred to in conversation with other 
G.O. personnel as "The Flynn Network". However, specific 
limitations and delineations were at times, imposed by my 
G.O. superiors as regards to my activities involving Michael 
Flynn and his associate attorneys in Boston. 
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5) In connection with this project, I maintained 

* 

my position with the "Freedom Counseling Center" in Burlingame, 
California as a "counselor" or "deprogrammer". I had pre¬ 
viously secured this position in November 1980 as a consequence 
of another G.O. project. 

- 6) A great deal of the information that I gathered 

concerning anybody who criticized the Church of Scientology 
I would pass on to the G.O. 

7) In January 1981, I contacted Attorney Michael 
Flynn for the purpose of becoming his client in order to 
bring a potential lawsuit against the Church. This par¬ 
ticular mission was very closely monitored by the G.O. For 
this purpose, I used Henrietta Crampton of the Citizens' 

Freedom Foundation in Redondo Beach, California. She was 
well known in the anticult field and did not suspect that I 
was a Scientology agent. In my initial contact I informed 
Attorney Flynn of my cover story, whereupon he transferred 
me to Kevin Flynn, who requested that myself and my wife 
write out a "statement" of our experiences within the Church 
of Scientology. After receiving clearance from the G.O., I 
sent an unsworn statement to Michael Flynn in February 1981. 

At that time, Bill Craig again informed me that the Flynn 
office had been penetrated and that the G.O. had secured 
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extensive information about the "Flynn Network". 

Craig told me this time that the purpose of contacting 
Attorney Flynn at that time was to obtain credentials as an 
anti-Scientologist which would be enhanced because of my 
association with the "Flynn Network". These credentials 
could be used for other intelligence gathering or espionage 
operations. 

8) Craig informed me on numerous occasions that 
the Flynn office had been penetrated and that it was in the 
process of "taking him down" through lawsuits and disbarment 
proceedings. 

9) In May 1981, Craig informed me that he wanted 
me to attend a meeting, in the Flynn office which was taking 
place around May 10, 1981 among various lawyers throughout 
the country who were involved in Scientology litigation. 

This meeting was taking place in Boston, Massachusetts, and 
Craig authorized the payment of G.O. or Church money to fly 
to Boston for the purpose of "penetrating" this meeting. 
Craig told me that all expenses for the trip, including 
airfare, hotel bill, etc., would be covered by cash from the 
G.O. I then flew to Los Angeles where I met with Gary 


Lawrence, and Jeff Sherrel, both of whom were G.O. opera 







tives. Sherrel introduced himself as the person in charge 
of U.S.G.O. Branch 1 activities for the Northeast sector, 
which included Boston and New York. They both briefed me on 
various Flynn activities and this "briefing" indicated that 
they had an extensive knowledge of the operations of Attor¬ 
ney Flynn's office. The total expenses for this trip were 
$1,169.94 all of which was paid to me in cash by Sherrel or 
Craig before and after the meeting in Boston. 

10) After this "briefing", I flew to Boston where 

I waited briefly in a room from which I could overhear a few 
closing comments by Michael Flynn in the meeting of attorneys 
and also met with Fred Joseph, an attorney from Washington, 

D.C. in regard to my own case. I reported the details of 
the meeting that I had obtained to the G.O. including how 
many I saw in attendance, the names of those I was introduced 
to, and specifically whatever I heard stated to the best of 
my ability to recall. At no time during this meeting did I 
ever hear Michael Flynn mention Flynn Associates Management 
Company (FAMCO) or that FAMCO would in any way participate 
in the fee relationship, nor did I report to the G.O. or 
make any mention of FAMCO. 

11) After the meeting, I was thoroughly debriefed 
by Jeff Sherrel and Gary Lawrence and they informed me that 
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"Flynn's days were numbered" and that they were in ttfe 
process of "taking him down". 

12) Later I used my contacts with Attorney Michael 
Flynn to further establish my credentials among anti-Sci- 
entologists, wherein using this cover I became involved in 
numerous operations into situations to which I would not 
have been privy without the Flynn cover. 

13) On one occasion, Bill Craig informed me that 
his supervisor, Peter Alvette, said that one of the means 
that the G.O. had used to penetrate the Flynn office was the 
placement of Silvana Garritano there as his secretary. 

Craig informed me that after Garritano was placed as a G.O. 
agent, Chris Vetter related being present at a big party at 
the U.S.G.O. after the announcement to the other branches of 
the U.S.G.O. that Garritano was openly taking steps to get 
Flynn disbarred with the claim that Garritano was used to 
sign a false affidavit under the duress of Michael Flynn. 
Craig informed me that Flynn would be disbarred shortly with 
the Garritano operation. Several times I was informed by 
G.O. personnel that the Church of Scientology had received 
legal advice which was being followed by the Church of 
Scientology and that therfore the G.O. public relations 
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bureau had ceased the public dissemination of information 
against the impending disbarment of Flynn so that the Mas¬ 
sachusetts Bar Association would not view it as a media 
campaign. 


14) I learned later that one of the attorneys who 
was present at the May 1981 meeting was Greg Hull of San 
Francisco, California. As a result of my connection with 
the Flynn office I was able to penetrate Hull.concerning the 
number of potential litigants against the Church in the San 
Francisco area. On many occasions, I was requested by Bill 
Craig, operating he stated on urgent requests and orders 
from the U.S.G.O. to intimidate Hull and prevent him from 
bringing cases against the Church of Scientology by in part, 
informing him of the impending Flynn disbarment using the 
claim that Silvana Garritano had been forced to sign a false 
affidavit. 

15) I was, at one point, informed that Michael 
Flynn was being followed, that he looked terrible, and that 
the operations against him were extremely successful. 

16) In connection with my nationally established 
position, I received weekly calls from sources throughout 
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the United States, including Paulette Cooper, providing me 
with information of the activities of Michael Flynn and the 
cases he was involved in against the Church. 

17) Around November 1981, an individual named Joan 
Eden was referred by myself to Greg Hull for the purpose of 
representing Ms. Eden in a lawsuit against the Church for 
fraud in connection with the Church's promise to cure her 
leukemia. Ms. Eden contacted the Freedom Counseling Center, 
though I refused to see her as a client. Clearly stating 
this fact to both Lowell Streiker (the Executive Director of 
the Freedom Counseling Center who Ms. Eden was seeing) and 
to Ms. Eden, I was able to debrief her on her legal situation. 
I learned that her previous attorney in Sacramento had 
discovered discredible information regarding Ms. Eden's past 
history and had been discouraged from pursuing her suit. 
Another member of the counseling center, Lowell Streiker, 
met with Ms. Eden and several members of the G.O. After 
that meeting, I met secretively with Woods and Jeff Shivelle, 
the Comptroller's Assistant for Information who had been 
meeting that day with Lowell Streiker and Ms. Eden. I 
reinformed Woods of the inside information previously 
gathered and reported to him. Eden had paid a considerable 
amount of money to the Church including taking out a mortgage 
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on her home in order to come up with money to pay for 
auditing in order to cure her leukemia. Later, after the 
G.O. successfully prevented a settlement from going through, 

Eden died, and the G.O. became extremely concerned that the 
Church of Scientology could be made subject to a successful 
wrongful death suit. 

18) In January 1982, I received a partial copy 
of the "Flynn Report" to the Clearwater City Commission 
about the Church of Scientology. In connection with this 
Report, and a biography of L. Ron Hubbard done by Michael 
Linn Shannon and the facts of a deprogramming I was currently 
involved in, I learned things about Scientology and L. Ron 
Hubbard which stunned me into a realization about what I was 
doing. I then went to Margaret Singer, a well known psychologist 
involved in cult cases and informed her of some of the types 

of things that I had been doing. Subsequently, I went to 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation and to the Justice 
Department concerning my activities. The G.O. was unaware 
of the fact that I had gone in such a manner to Dr. Margaret 
Singer, the Justice Department or the F.B.I. 

19) In March 1982, Michael Woods and Peter Alvette 
were ordered to go to Boston, where I met with Woods. Woods 
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told me that the reason he was in Boston was to get pew 
agents into the Flynn office because the last mission 
seeking to penetrate the Flynn office had failed. He told 
me that since they had lost their last agent inside the 
Flynn office, the only line they had in on him was his 
garbage. He told me that although Flynn now had a shredder, 
the G.O. was still able to piece the shredded pieces back 
together, and that they had an individual who was a spe¬ 
cialist in connection with such operations. Woods told me 
that he had a list of 160 people who were then being con¬ 
sidered as new agents to penetrate the Flynn office. These 
agents were in the process of being recruited by the G.O. 
Woods requested that until another agent could be success¬ 
fully placed in the Flynn office I re-establish my pene¬ 
tration. At that time, after several meetings with Woods, 
in which he pleaded and urged that I conduct the type of 
penetration described, I agreed. Although I was secretly 
out of Scientology at that time, and had already gone to the 

FBI, I had previously discussed at length the reason why I 

couldn't penetrate the Flynn office further including the 
fact that Flynn would likely use me as a witness placing me 

in a position wherein to keep my cover I would have to 

perjure myself and which I had stated many times, I would 
not do. Woods told me that I should state various "half 
truths" without stating that I should directly perjure 
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myself. At the time, I was caught in between having gone to 
the FBI without the G.O. knowing it, and still being con¬ 
sidered an internal double agent for the G.O. Woods requested 
that I call Attorney Thomas Hoffman from the Flynn office 
and use my uneasiness regarding the credibility of L. Ron 
Hubbard, Jr. as a reason for the discussion. I pretended 
extreme nervousness after being present at the Center on 
Destructive Cultism in Weston, Mass, with a freshly depro¬ 
grammed Scientologist while present at the same moment was a 
server attempting to serve Dr. Jack Clark with his second 
Scientology suit. I used nervousness of my cover being 
blown as a device to cover my return to San Francisco, 
wherein Woods called me repeatedly seeking to use me to 
prevent L. Ron Hubbard, Jr. from testifying in Clearwater. 

I refused all of the operations that he wanted me to par¬ 
ticipate in for the foregoing purpose. Woods told me that 
the operation to prevent L. Ron Hubbard, Jr. from testifying 
had become a top level G.O. order and that I was to use all 
of my credentials in connection with Flynn and with Hubbard, 
Jr. in order to prevent Hubbard, Jr.'s testimony. 

20) On April 13, 1982 an individual whose name 
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was "Steve" came to meet me with Michael Woods and informed 
me that he, Steve, was in charge of a mission called "All 
Clear" in order to get Hubbard's name off all of the liti¬ 
gation against the Church of Scientology. They further in¬ 
formed me that an individual named Gerry Armstrong had re¬ 
cently defected and that Armstrong had been working with 
Omar Garrison concerning a forthcoming biography about Hub¬ 
bard. They informed me that Armstrong had defected and that 
Armstrong had had access to L. Ron Hubbard, Jr.'s B-l file, 
which contained correspondence between myself and Hubbard, 

Jr. They told me that Armstrong had been in touch with L. 

Ron Hubbard, Jr. since his defection and they feared he 
might be able to deduce I was a double agent for the G.O. 
Steve ordered me to disseminate information that Armstrong 
was actually a G.O. agent and was not to be believed by 
opponents of Scientology. I advised him that this would be 
stupid and that Paulette Cooper would love to subpoena Gerry 
Armstrong. Steve then recinded the order. 

21) Subsequently, I contacted Paulette Cooper, who 
was involved in litigation against the Church of Scientology, 
and Michael Flynn and informed them that from November of 
1980 until January of 1982 I had been operating as a double 
agent for the Church of Scientology. Mr. Flynn requested me 
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to prepare a statement relative to my activities. Although 
the operations I have been involved in cover hundreds of 
situations in which I acted as an espionage agent for the 
G.O. passing on information to them and doing what they 
requested me to do, this affidavit is merely intended to be 
a general outline of operations I was involved in against 
Michael Flynn. 


Signed under the pains and penalties of perjury 


this 



day of 



, 1982. 
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Jjaw Offices of 


tfaneutl 3(alL Office 

Michael J. Flynn 

Deceive 6 Union°U)harf 

Boston, -Massachusetts 02109 

* 

telephone 

One Janeuil jtfaJl ^Marketplace 

June 2, 1981 


(6iv 5X-mu 


Jay Roth, Esquire 
617 South Olive Street 
Suite 510 

Los Angeles, California 90014 
Dear Mr. Roth: 

The Church has made several recent requests for a demand 
and/or settlement discussions in connection with the Burden 
case in Florida. These requests have been made by local counsel 
of the Church in Tampa to our local counsel in the Tampa case. 

It would be appropriate in the future to direct all pro¬ 
posals or settlement initiatives to this office. 

Despite the breakdown of the previous settlement discussions, 
perhaps it would be fruitful for the Church to make a proposal 
for the settlement of all existing cases. Such a proposal should 
be made within the next 14 days because additional 8-10 cases 
are in the process of being commenced in Washington, New York 
and Los Angeles. 

I would suggest that a reasonable offer for all pending 
litigation, an agreement for no future litigation involving this 
office, and a return of all "Washington documents" should be 
made with no other conditions or contingencies except releases 
and that the proposal should be not less than 1.6 million dollars. 


Very truly yours. 



MJF:If 
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(.'«*r\nn Taylor 
J.«> I). Both 
Orruory Moonrv 
Ro)*crt A. Bush 
Anita Knowlton 
RolHTt Kropp. Jr 

of Counsel 
Barrett S. Litt 


Taylok & Roth 

A L:i* CoqMiratmn 617 Wth Ohv. Sircrt 

Suiii 710 

Los Angeles. California 90014 
(213) 623-8000 


June 10, 1931 


Michael J. Flynn, Esq. 
Twelve Union Wharf 
Boston, Massachusetts 02109 


Dear Mr. Flynn: 

I have received and reviewed your letter of June 2, 1981 and 
discussed the same with my clients. I am instructed to advise 
you that my clients remain interested in discussing the resolu¬ 
tion of pending and future litigation. 

While this interest exists, your letter is somewhat ambiguous 
as to which cases are included in your proposal for the Church 
to make a proposal. In particular, are you proposing that 
you have authority to resolve all existing litigation including 
all of the Florida cases? If so, it is necessary to have this 
continued in order to consider the formulation of a proposal. 

Furthermore, it would be somewhat ludicrous to resolve the 
existing litigation and have some agent or associate of yours 
provide a new series of cases that have yet to be filed. 
Therefore, any settlement discussion must have as a prerequi¬ 
site your authority to resolve those cases that you have 
referred to other counsel. 

I am looking forward to your prompt response to this letter. 
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Robert A. Bush 
Walter Cochran-Bond 
A. Thomas Hunt 
Anita Knowlton 
Robert Kropp, Jr. 
Crerory Mooney 
Jay D. Roth 
Carson Taylor 


Taylor & Roth 

A Law Corporation 617 South Olivr Street 

* Suite 510 

Los Angeles. California 900 U 
(213) 623-8000 
Telecopier (213) 623-8002 


August 5, 1981 


Michael J. Flynn, Esq. 
Twelve Union Wharf 
Boston, Massachusetts 02109 


Dear Mr. Flynn: 

I have been instructed by my client to advise you that 
based upon recent developments in the litigation with your 
firm and its associates, that the Church of Scientology of 
California is no longer interested in pursuing settlement as 
proposed by you at this time. 

While my client is not currently interested in your settle¬ 
ment proposals, I would like to confirm the continued 
existence of my client’s refund policy. I suggest that you 
advise your clients that refunds are still available to 
them if they are willing to execute appropriate releases. 
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In other words, do not. at any moment leave this act unpunished, 
for, if you do you are harming all other Scientologists in the area. 
When you aro attacked it is your responsibility then to secure from 
further attack not only yourself but all those who work with you. 
Cause blue flame to dance on the court house roof until everybody 
has apologized profusely for having dared to become so adventurous 
as to arrest a Scientologist who. as a minister of the church, was 
going about his regular duties. As far as the advances of attorneys 
go that you should not sue. that you should not attack, be aware of 
the fact that 1. myself, in Wicnita. Kansas, had the rather interesting 
experience of discovering that my attorney employed by me and paid 
by me, had been for some three months in the employ of the 
people who were attacking me. and that this attorney had collected 
some insignificant sum of money after I hired him. by going over 
to the enemy and acting upon their advices. This actually occurred, 
so beware of attorneys who tell you not to sue. And I call to your 
attention the situation of any besieged fortress. If that fortress does 
not make sallies, docs not send forth patrols to attack and harass, 
and does not utilize itself to make the beseigmg of it a highly danger¬ 
ous occupation, that fortress may, and most often does. fall. 

The DEFENSE of anything is UNTENABLE. The only way to 
defend anything is to ATTACK, and if you ever forget that, then you 
will lose every battle you are ever engaged in, whether it is in terms 
of personal conversation, public debate or a court of law. NEVER 
BE INTERESTED IN CHARGES. DO. yourself, much MORE 
CHARGING, and you will WIN. And the public, seeing that you 
won, will then have a communication lire to the effect (hat Scientlo- 
gists WIN. Don't ever let them have any other thought than that 
Scientology takes ail of its objectives. 

Another point directly in the interest of keeping the general public 
to the general public communication lino in good odor: it is vitally 
important that a Scientologist put into action and overtly keep in 
action Article 4 of the Cole: “I pledge myself to punish to the fullest 
extent of my power anyone misusing or degrading Scientology to 
harmful ends.** The only way you can guarantee that Scientology 
will not be degraded or misused is to make sure that only those who 
are trained in it practice it. If you find somebody practicing 
Scientology who is not qualified, you should give them an oppor¬ 
tunity to be formally trained, at their expense, so that they will not 
abuse and degrade the subject. And you would not take as any 
substitute for formal training any amount of study. 

You would therefore delegate to members of the HAS1 who arc 
not otherwise certified only those processes mentioned below, and 
would discourage them from using any other processes. More par¬ 
ticularly, if you discovered that some group calling itself "precept 
processing** had set up and established a series of meetings in your 
aroa, that you would do all you could to make things interesting for 
them. In view of the fact that the HAS1 holds the copyrights for 
all such material, and that a scientific organization of material 
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can be copyrighted and is therefore owned, the least that could bt 
done to such an area is the placement of a suit against them for using 
materials of Scientology without authority. Only a member of the 
HASI or a member ofonc of the churches affiliated with the H^SI 
has the authority to use this information. The purpose of the suit 
is to harass and discourage rather than to win. 

The law can be used very easily to harass, and enough harassment 
on somebody who is simply on the thin edge anyway, well knowing 
that he is not authorized, will generally be sufficient to cause his pro¬ 
fessional decease. If possible, of course, min him utterly. 

A D.Scn. has the power to revoke a certificate below the level of 
D.Scn. but not a D.Scn. However, he can even recommend to the 
•CECS of the HASI that D.Scns. be revoked, and so any sii^ro 
Scientologist is capable of policing Scientology. This is aga II 
in the interest of keeping the public with a good opinion of Scu-.r 
logy, since bad group processing and bad auditing are worse thi 
bad publicity and are the worst thing that can happen to the general 
public to general public communication line. 

The best thing that can happen to it is good auditing, good public 
presentation, and a sincere approach on the subject of Scientology 
itself. Remember, we are interested in ALL treatment being beneficial, 
whether it is Scientology or not. For bad treatment in any line lowers 
the public opinion of all treatment. 

In addressing persona professionally interested in the ministry, we 
have another interesting problem in public presentation. We should 
not engage in religious discussions. In the first place, as Scientologists, 
wc are gnostics, which is to say that we know what we know. People 
in the ministry ordinarily suppose that knowingness and knowledge 
are elsewhere resident than in themselves. They believe in belief 
and substitute belief for wisdom. This makes Scientology no less a 
religion, but makes it a religion with an older tradition and puts it 
on an intellectual piano. 

Religious philosophy, then, as represented by Scientology, w r M 
be opposed in such a discussion to religious practice. We are 
denominational rather than non-denominational. and so we shoulo i* 
perfectly willing to include in our ranks a Moslem, or a Taoist, as 
well as any Protestant or Catholic, while people of the ministry in 
Western civilization, unless they arc evangelists, are usually dedicated 
severely to some faction which in itself is in violent argument with 
many other similar factions. Thus these people are ready to argue 
and are practiced in argument, and there are more interpretations of 
one line of scripture than there are sumbeams In a day. Beyond 
explaining one's all-denominational character, explaining that one 
holds the Bible as a holy work, one should recognize that the clergy 
of Western Protestant churches defines a minister or the standing 

* Committee far Exsminitloa*. Certification and Services. 
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ELEVEN BEACON STREET 
BOSTON, MASSAC:i 11 JSE.TTS 021( 


617/720 0700 


AI )M I NT STU ATOl» 
Kai;i:n L. I Iaiuuls 


Kon. John E. Powers 
Clerk 

Supreme Judicial Court 
Court House 
Boston Ma. 02108 

RE: Michael J. Flynn, Esq. 

12 Union Wharf 
Boston, Ma. 02109 


Dear Mr. Powers: 

The records of this Board have been checked and show that 
the above-named attorney is registered and that no complaints 
are filed and pending with this Board against him/her.- 



Sincerely .yours 


Karen tr Harries 
Administrator 


KLH/pav 
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Tayloh &• Roth 

A Law Corporation 


Carson Taylor 
Ja> D. Roth 
Gregory Mooney 
Robert A. Bush 
Anita Knowlton 
Robert Kropp. Jr. 

of Counsel 
Bartett S. Lift 


617 South Oli\(* Street 
^mti 510 

Los Angeles. California 90014 
(213) 623-8000 


February 20, 1981 


Michael J. Flynn, Esq. 

12 Union Wharf 

Boston, Massachusetts 02109 

Re: Church of Scientology 


Dear Mr. Flynn: 

This is to confirm our conversation of this date regarding 
the claims of Donald and Peggy Bear against my client, the 
Church of Scientology. It is my understanding that we 
reached agreement with respect to the settlement of these 
individuals' claims and made further understandings as 
itemized below: 

1. You will forward to my office immediately verifi¬ 
cations of monies paid to the Church of Scientology by 

Mr. and Ms. Bear in the sum of $107,948.88. Said verifica¬ 
tions shall be in the form of receipts from or cancelled 
checks reflecting payment to the Church of Scientology. 

2. In exchange for full and complete releases from 
your clients, Mr. and Ms. Bear, the Church of Scientology 
will pay the sum of $117,948.88. Said sum shall be paid 

by cashier's or certified check no later than March 6, 1981. 

The payment of said monies are contingent upon timely receipt 
of the verification described above. 

3. I will be drafting the releases to be executed by 
your clients and forwarding them to your office at the 
beginning of next week. The releases will be provided to 
either myself or representatives of the Church at the time 
of the tender of the sum described above. 

4. We both agreed that this settlement and the letter 
describing the settlement are confidential and shall not be 
disclosed to any other party other than our respective clients. 
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Michael J. Flynn, Esq. 


February 20, 1981 
page two 


5. We agreed that your firm and the Church would 
initiate no new litigation against each other for a period 
of two (2) weeks. This agreement does not extend to actions 
with respect to litigation already on file. 

6. We agreed to tentatively schedule a meeting for 
March 6, 1981. The time and place of the meeting is to be 
set in our discussions next week. 

If this does not confirm your understanding of our agree¬ 
ment, please contact me immediately. 


Very truly yours, 
Tavt.dp r. TxhmM 



JDRsYs 



cc: 


Keith Frost 
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SCIENTOLOGY’S WAR 
AGAINST JUDGES 

BY JAMES B. STEWART. JR. 


On September 5 % 19S0, u U-S. District 
Court Judge Charles Richey wu recuper¬ 
ating from two pulmonary embolisms utd 
exhaustion, lawyer* for the Church of 
Scientology and the Justice Department 
fathered before Judge Aubrey Robinson, 
Richey’* successor in the two-year-old 
conspiracy case a gainst 11 members of the 
Church oc Scientology. Jud^e Richey had 
already convicted and sentenced nine of 
the original 11 defendants, but the remain-" 
inj two, recently ext radited ^from En^" 
gland, were about to go on trial. 

”PartieuIariv from the at andpoint of 
your Honor's icelinp about these defen¬ 
dants who are members of Ihe Church of 
Scientology. . .-began John Shorter, Jr., 
a lawyer for one of the defendants. He was 
interrupted by Judge Robinson. —Yon 
want to raise a motion to recuse?- the 
judge ashed. He knew what Shorter’s re¬ 
mark foreshadowed, haring witnessed the 
’cicntologists* campaign to drive Judge 
ichey off the ease. ”Is this a fishing ex¬ 
pedition?” 

Robinson a the fourth D.C district 
court jx»dge to preside over the Scientology 
case and the latest target of the Scio- 
totog Isa* self-proclaimed “attack” Erig*- 
tioo strategy. Their strategy amounts to as 
all-out war against the D.C district court 
fudges, a war much more sophisticated. 
Wrier financed and more successful thaa 
the bizarre tactics used by some other 
groups against their co urt ro o m adver¬ 
saries, such as Synanon’s attempt to mur¬ 
der an opposing counsel by putting a 
rattlesnake U his mailbox. 

Unlike Synanon, the Church of Scien¬ 
tology has long sought Jo distinguish kseJf 
«s"a legitimate /cITgion. Founded hi 1954 
by L. Ron Hubbard, a s cienc e fiction 
writer, philosopher and author of ihe best- 
selling book Di**ei(ci: The Modem 
Science of Mem of Heohh % the church 
claims five million adh eren ts to ks self- 
help philosophy. The Church of Scientol¬ 
ogy has called kseJf the spiritual heir of 
Buddhism in the western world, and fo¬ 
cuses on what k calls “pastoral counsel¬ 
ing'* to increase its members ’ abilities and 


But in the past few yean, the church has 
been accoved of bra la wish iag and harass¬ 
ing its members. and k has become em¬ 
broiled in dozens of lawsuits (tee sidebar, 
P 3 ^ 32), including the 1971 criminal con¬ 
spiracy charges against 11 of ks members. 
Such setbacks have triggered Increasingly 
militant responses, which focused, » the 
Conspiracy case, on the federal judiciary. 
The Scientologists* legal strategy has bee* 
| to force the recusal of ev er y judge is- 
1 signed to that case. 

Mfin lie »t the root of the rending 
riminnJ charges *t>inst ihe Socnlolc- 
j givu. In 1976, P C. District Court Judge 
' George Hart, Jr., casually proposed a 
drpostf irm r»f Hubbard in conjunction with 
one of many Frocdoni Of Information .US 
wi:s filed bp the ctuncW. Hwt’s remark 
\i>u deposltw* ever proved necessary) 
caused Scientology officials to Kcl»eve 
that the government kaew sometlHng in- 
l eriminaimg about Hubbard. As a result the 


church intensified its efTorts to leant what 
information the government might pos¬ 
sess. 

At the same time, the church was Issu¬ 
ing* •'Guardian Programme Orders” 
(directives to church members) idling 
them to use -standard overt sources” and 
“any suitable guise Interviews” to moni¬ 
tor tW activities of all district court judges 
presiding In the FOLA suits. In 1977 that 
directi ve was extended to all 15 active 
judges k the D.C federal district court. 

Fusing k some Instances as indents and 
journa l ists. Scientologists int er view e d the 
judges, researched their careen and back¬ 
grounds, followed them and prepared 
d os si er s. According to Scientology docu¬ 
ments, their goal was to determine "looc 
level” and ’•burtons oe”—Indicia of per¬ 
sonal vulnerability, in the parlance of 
Scientology. But the church a operation 


church memben. This was Boudin's first 
association with the church, bat Hinch- 
kop had handled a search and seizure mat¬ 
ter for the church in 1977. 

One lawyer who represents Scientolo¬ 
gists and has worked with Boudin and 
Hirschkop offers this Ideological defense 
for their taking the case: ”lt is a simple case 
of government overreaching,” he says. 
“The government just can T tolerate an or- 
ga/uzatioo with nonconforming beliefs. 
The Scientologists stand up for their rights 
—aggressively.” Another lawyer who has 
worked oc the case adds a financial motive 
for their taking such a case: 'These people 
pay their bills—too dollar and oe Umo 
which is more than I can say for most of my 
unpopular clients. This case wHJ finance a 
lot of pro bona work.” Hirschkop woeT 
say what he has received in legal fees from 
the Scientologists, but the church Is a proa- 


THE SCIENTOLOGISTS’ LEGAL 
STRATEGY HAS BEEN TO FORCE THE 
RECUSAL OF EVERY JUDGE ASSIGNED 
TO THE CONSPIRACY CASE. 


went far beyond legal survcUUnec. Mem¬ 
bers of the church were caught breaking 
into the offices of the IRS and thcjusticc 
Department, stealing-and copying docu¬ 
ments and cavesdropping/Ott Avgust 15, 
1971, 11 Scientologists were indicted oc 
charges of clcctrorucxlly Intercepting oral 
IRS communicationi, forging government 
p e as es , illegally entering government 
buildings, recruiting Scientologists to 
infihraJc the government, stealing recor ds 
belonging to the IRS, Justice Department 
and the U.S. Attorney and conspiring to 
Illegally obtain doc u ments U the posses¬ 
sion of the United Stales and to obstruct Jus¬ 
tice. 

The Scientologist defendants hired 
some well-knowi defense cuunscl. Mary 
Sue Hubbard, the wife of church leader L. 
Roe Hubbard and the highest ranking de¬ 
fendant oe trial, retained Leonard Boudin 
of RaNnowicz, BoudU & Staadard and 
MichacJ Hcrtrberg. a solo practitioner, 
both activist Lawyers now practicing law io 
New York City. Two ocher defendants, 
Henning Keidt and Duke Saider, retained 
Alexandria. Virginia, lawyer Philip 
UvrvchJtop, who had Keen counsel for the 
"D.C. Nine,** antiwar proicucrs a/reitcd 
k 1970. la alt, 12 lawyer* were hi ted to 
defend cJnc dcfrndiws (rwo others had 
fled to Eng land *Krt lliey Deed extradi¬ 
tion proceedings). iVwJin and I lirochxop 
woo »uumd the leading roles m the de¬ 
fense. 

Boudin and Hirschkop wceT discuss 
why they were selected, bui $x.c pttMic 
kJen:if»c w*on with rs.ileal and unpopular * 
rouivea was undoubtedly attractive to I 


perouj dleaL U one Instance a member 
paid the church 530,000 for the required 
series of counseling s ess io ns . 

Whatever their rcasooj for taking the 
case, hl^h-minded principles have ®o< 
characterized the campaign of the Scien¬ 
tologists* lawyers against the District of 
Columbia judges. In August 1971 the cases 
were assigned to Judge Hart, the judge 
whose comment had originally Inte n si fi ed 
the intelligence operation and who, like all 
of his fellow D.C. district court fudges, had 
bee a Investigated. He became the first vic¬ 
tim of the Socntologlsts’recusal strategy. 

Boudin filed the first recusal motion in 
January 1979. HU theory was a novel one: 
by telling Judge Hart that the judge him¬ 
self was a target of the Scientologists * own 
possibly illegal activities, he would cause 
the judge to be biased, or appear to be bi¬ 
ased. against them. In hu motion, Boudin 
quoted a Scientology document ordering 
an “overt** and “coven” data collection 
operation against Judge Hart, which, la 
Boudin’s words, “possibly [included] the 
use of ntelhods violative of the judge’s 
privacy and other rig Hex and possibly 
violative of the criminal laws.” Boudin 
concluded that ‘The sitting judge is re¬ 
vealed to ihe jury and Ihe public as a victim 
of possibly illegal actions,” and “the 
Judge has an obvious interest which may 
be effected by the outcome of the case.” 
notwithstanding documents to which gov¬ 
ernment and defense counsel had access 
ordering similar operations on ail the Dis¬ 
trict t*f Columbia district court Judges, 
Boudin declared that he knew of no other 
such campaigns. -.3 


Although government lawyers, led bj 
chief prosecutor Raymond Banoun, pro¬ 
tested vigorously, arguing that the Scien¬ 
tologists were using their own possibly 
illegal activities to disqualify the judge. 
Hart incited the recusal moooc and step¬ 
ped down. Hart denied that he was biased, 
but he * greed that the appearance of 
Impartiality had been tainted by the Scien¬ 
tologists* surveillance operattoo against 
him. *7 was afraid l jury would be preju¬ 
diced against the defendants because of 
their alleged threats against me,” Han 
said recen tly. 

The case was assigned text to Judge 
Louis Oberdorfcr, who k Egbt of Judge 
Kart’s rec en t experience asked for memo¬ 
randa and oral arguments from both sides 
at the outset Indicating potential grounds 
for disqualification. Government Lawyers 
pointed out in their m em o that Oberdorfcr 
was formerly an assistant attorney general 
In charge of the tax division of the Justice 
Department, which had prosecuted a case 
that ended the tax-exempt status for the 
founding Church of Scientology In Lor 
Angeles in 1969. Obcrdorfcr concluded 
that he had ^personal knowledge of dls- 

r ed evidentiary facts,” and oe February 
1979, he too stepped down. 

Shortly afterward toe case fell to Richey, 
57, a 1971 HIxoe appointee whose liberal 
record—especially in the irea of defen¬ 
dants* rights—surprised eariy critics. The 
assignment initially pleased the Scientol¬ 
ogy defendants. In l pamphlet called ‘The 
Trial of the Scientology Nine,” prepared 
by.thq^Scierttologists. Judge Richey was 
described as having ”a very fatherly visage 
• ; • though crippled with a coogeaital de¬ 
fect In his hip, one does not notice either his 
Bmp or his shortness. His glasses glinting 
from the lights of the courtroom add to the 
picture of a man of deep intelligence and 
sympathy.” And when Richey, too, asked 
at the outset for a recusal motion If one were 
planned. Boudin and Hirschkop said they 
w er e satisfied with his assignment to the 
case. That attitude was soon belied by i 
campaign of harassment that took place in 
and out of the courtroom. 

During the summer of 1979, court ses¬ 
sions were held for about throe weeks in 
Lo« Angeles, where Richey jeredukd 
testimony oe the ScicntologisU* .notion to 
suppress evidence seized by the F31 in its 
1977 raids of the church’s heaJoumen. 
The thousands of documents ^rh-cJ in 
those raids constituted the core OS Jrt evi¬ 
dence against the alleged crvrrpr.ton 
The Scarings had been moree m L.*« 
gelcs to accommodate the Scie*it.v 
witnesses. 

Prior to his departure for Lc. .•u 
Richey received several death i cc\ 
judge has never publkly alleged \:.u those 
threats came frrvn Scieniulogir : -».* ha* 
t eaid they were unrelated in the m s. but he 
flew so California escorted by f**-r» .sdcral 
marshals, and rlaborate soenri*. ,*recau- 
lioos were implemented at If.* 'edcral 
courthouse In downiow* Los r- *.c«Ici. 

During the Isearings, deferu* :i*yen 
repeatedly inuirapted the pT. ;-otiinp 
with objections. wvxio*a and au./ite com- 























The four UrycU oC Lhe Sclent oiogbts* Dllgatko* strategy (left (• right): Aobrry Robinson, Charles Richey, Louis Oberdoefer and George Karl, Jr. 


menary, including insults to the judge. 
For example, Hirschkop and ocher counsel 
repealed]/ and loudly ordered co-counsel 
to place adverse evidentiary rulinp U a 
mythical •‘error hag.'* On aeveraJ occa¬ 
sions. Hirschko© accused Riche/ oDying. 
At times. Riche/ left the bench and 
waiVed out rather than hold defense coun¬ 
sel U contempt. Only once, at a taler hear* 
Ing. did the judge seem to boil oven 
speaking to Hirschkop, Richey said. 1 
want to toll you right heir and now, 2 ro¬ 
se rV it because I have done nothing to hurt 
you or your Clients. And this record is re¬ 
plete with Usulu and everything else, 
when I have not done it to you and don S 
intend to.** Banoun, the prosecutor, says 
Richey was too accommodating. “He 
should never have toierated such behav¬ 
ior.** Banoun sa^t. 

Hirschkop claims that he was the one 
wu insjftod. “Richey showed ccn- 
pt for me.** Hirvchkop sayi. recalling 
the time when, he claim. Richey tried to 
“force-feed" him French fries »n court. 
(Banoun says ihe judge limply offered all 
the counsel acme French frvu he kxj not 
finished at lunch.; *1 carted Hvtoua a 
liar,** IKnchkop ee-etinuea. “aod the 


judge admonished me. Bet Banoua could 
insuh me with impunity.** Banoum denies 
that this was true. Hirschkop concedes that 
Sc frequently became “heated** U his 
dealings with Judge Richey but says, **1 
never carted him dirty names.'* 

!ft September 1979, aAcr the Los An¬ 
geles hearings, Richey denied the Scicn- 
totogtsrt’ motion to suppress the evidence 
seized by the FBI. Tbc defendants rvenfu- 
aity entered into a stipulation of facts, 
which amounted to an admiasio* of the 
principal charges against them, and waiv¬ 
ed a jury trial. La rerun, the government 
agreed to drop 23 of its 24 criminal count s. 

Judge Richey explicitly warned the 
Scientologists that the stipulation was 
likely to rexuh w their conviction; he 
subsequently conducted his own review of 
I he evidence, which he said was “over¬ 
whelming evidence of guik.*’ and on 
October 26. he convicted all nine. On De¬ 
cember 6. two days before they were to be 
{ sentenced, a recusal rexxvi against Ri¬ 
chey w»« filed. 

Im Chit recusal moon*. Boudin and 
Hirrchkcp agaui took the estrfexriinar* 
povhwm that Richey’s response to iheif 
courtroom Ucrics and to Che thieats 


showed that Richey was prejudiced 
against Scientologists. For example, with¬ 
out saying that the death threats were made 
by Scientologists, Hirschkop said that 
“upon information and belief, the security 
in Los Angeles was related »o the court’s 
apprehenstoo with regard to the defen¬ 
dants In this case or their church,** adding 
that “it k impossible to imagine • stronger 
—or more clearly •extra-judicial*—source 
of bias than fear for one's life or well- 
being. ** 

Whatever ks merits, the recusal motion 
was patently defective in at least two tech¬ 
nical respects. The judicial recusal statute 
requires a “timely" motion supported by 
an affidavit signed by a “party. * This mo¬ 
tion was filed fnur months after the events 
complained of—and after nearly 120 de¬ 
fense n**kxJt hod bcca resolved against 
the Scientologists—and was supported by 
HWuhkof't affidavit. xjJL one of the de¬ 
fendants'. (“I should have filed k much 
sooner,** HinchL'p concedes. “Richey 
was gtofdy prejudiced fmm the start.**) In 
nrsronsr tr» the motion. Judge Richey de¬ 
fended hU security precautions, acting 
that ’The ctcrt may xcept reasonable se¬ 
curity precautions without risk of tainting 


ksrulinp U the case.**He denied the mo¬ 
tion and that same day sentenced the mine 
defendants to priso* icrmi of from six 
months to four to five yean. Eight curled 
out checks for 510,000 the day of their 
sentencing, and all mine are now free on 
bad pending apoeaL 

The denial of their first recusal motion 
and the sentences, which the Scientolo¬ 
gists regarded as unconscionably haon. 
led to a redoubling of defense efforts to 
drive Richey from the case. SU months 
later, in June 1980. defense counsel were 
ready with another recusal motion, more 
damaging and threatening to Judge Richey 
than the first. The groundwork for that 
motion hod been laid nearly a year before, 
shortly after the Los Angeles hearing!. 

That summer. Thomas Dcurian, Judge 
Richey's official court reporter who ac¬ 
companied him so Los Angeles, was ap¬ 
proached by Hirschkop snen after their 
return to Washington. In a sworn affidavit 
filed in response to the second recusal mo- 
ficvi. Douria* says Hirschkop warned to 
know if the security precautions in Los 
Angeles resulted from Richey’s fear of 
Sriejuo log Isis. In the affidavit Dovrixn 
t *ore he denied rhai the judge was afraid 
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but confirmed that before leaving Wash¬ 
ington, the judge and his wife and cwo 
son* had received two death threats. 

Soon after this encounter, in D ec ember 
1979, » Scientology lawyer hired Richard 
Ba*<, a private detective who had worked 
for Kirwchiop several yean before, to 
investigate Judge Richey's accuricy 
precautions. Bast's fee: 5321,000 plus ex* 
p ea ses. One of Bast's first steps was to 
infiltrate Richey's Inner circle at the court* 
bouse. 

la the spring of 19SO, a few months 
after the Scientologists* sentencing. Fred 
Cain, a Bast employee and retired police 
officer, approached James Perry, ooc of 
two U-S. marshals who had accompanied 
Richey to Lot Angeles. Cain explained to 
perry that be bad been retained by • Euro¬ 
pean industrialist whose daughter had 
commuted suicide, allcgedly as a rexuh of 
her involvement with the Church of Scien¬ 
tology, and that his assignment was to 
uncover Information that could be damag¬ 
ing to the church. According to Bast, 
Perry told Cain that he wanted to write a 
book on the Scientology case, and Bast of¬ 
fered him i 52,000 advance. Bast lays that 
Perry took the moocy, and they a gre e d to 


work together. 

The evening of May 23. Perry and Cain 
met Dourian, the court reporter, at his 
home in Washing-loo. According to Dou- 
rian's afAdavit, Cain introduced himself 
as a private investigator for International 
Investigations. Inc., Bast's detective 
agency, and told him the same story about 
the European industrialist. 

Dourian says in his affidavit that he 
found the story improbable but that be¬ 
cause his home had been burglarized and 
he had received threatening phone calls, 
which he suspected came from Scientolo¬ 
gists, he was curious about what Cain and 
Perry were doing. According to the affida¬ 
vit, Dourian met with Cain three more 
times, and each time he was questioned 
about Judge Richey. At i meeting at his 
home ©o May 31, 19*0, Dourian ears be 
realized that the coo versa boo was being 
recorded. Cain had been drinking heavily, 
Dourian says, and as a result, the court re¬ 
porter was able to slip a small Life record¬ 
er and three cass ett es out of Cain *s pocket. 
Dourian *s last meeting with Cain was oc 
June 19, when they met with B ast and the* 
dined at a nearby Pixxa Hut. Again, Doo- 
rian was asked about Richey, and the coo- 


BATTLES ON 
OTHER FRONTS 


tbeSu* and never followed through oo 


The Church of Scientology has been 
involved In almost constant Jiogxrioo 
since la founding nearly 30 rears ago. 
Besides periodic clashes with the gov¬ 
ernment. the church has fUed scores of 
suits against (he media to inhibit the 
news c ov er age of kx aczirioe*. v ^ . 

Amocg (be more recent cases involve 
lag (he church and (be media: ' 

► Fourteen libel suits hare been 63ed 
against Pauiene Cooper. New York 
fixe lance writer and author of the 1971 
book, 7V S canda l of Scientology , and 
her publisher. Church documents 

•. seized in the 1977 Loa Angeles raid and 
madepublic that year revealed "Opera¬ 
tion nxakoot,” x campaign of haxxs*- 
ment directe d against 'Cooper (hat 
included death threats, obscene pbooe 
calls, pbooy lcsers about her. sexual 
behavior and a forged bomb threat 
against the church Chat resulted la 
Cooper’s indictment in 1973. The 
charges against Cooper were dropp e d 
»a 1973. Cooper has now retaliated 
with a SSS-fuilCoo suit against (he 
church. 

► A 1977 suit against the Sun Dlera 
Union asked S 10,000 la damages for 
invasion of privacy trora a reporter who 
had registered-for a Scientology course 
In order to write a story about (he 
church. The cburch offered to drop the 
suit If plans to publish the story were 
dropped, but after the story ran, the 
church increased Its damage claim to 
3900,000 anj added charges of fraud 
aod deceit against the paper. The case 
was dismissed oo summary judgment. 
b- In 1976 the church sued the Clear* 
water Sun in Florida for XI million 

I and threatened to sue the St. Prurr- 
burj Timet for a aeries of anickj 
on the church. Scimto'of.rrts spread 
rumors linking Timet fJTic.iaJi to trte 
CIA, the FBI «nd the Communist 
Parry, and harassed ivpurizn. The Sun 
countersued the chuten (•rr itutc of 
process, aid the Tiwex sued <oe «u» «>- 
yj*»ci ir* barring the Church’s harass- I 
ment of its rcprwier*. Vhr. chuivh I 
Subsequently dropped in cult agtintt I 


ks threat to rue (he Time/. - 

► In March 1979 the church ruod two 
New York writers, Jim Siegel man and 
Flo Coe way, after they criticized 
Scientology oa the "Dsvid Suss kind 
Show** while tCsctttsiflg (heir book 
Snapping. After the Scientologists * Suit 
against there was dismissed, the pair 
countersued, charging the church with 
malicious prosecution. 

The church has lately found itself oo 
the defensive in a flurry of suits filed 
against k by disgruntled former church . 
members aod recruits. Currently pend- • 
Ing against (he church arc: * . t. • 

► a suk fTlcd October 21 by Lawre n ce 
Stifler, a Boston marathoo runner, ask- •' 
icf 51 JLS mCDioc for damages sus¬ 
tained after he was allegedly physically 
atta c k ed by a Scientology recruiter. 
Softer says that, doc to (he injury, he 
ihay never run again; 

► a 516-tniDioo suk filed la April by 
Too ja Burden, a 20-year-old form er 
church member who claims she was de¬ 
ceived and forced to remain in the 
church, toed as slave labor and kid¬ 
napped after she escape d; 

► a 521-mrnioo suit brought by jazz 
guitarist Gabor Scaho tn February, 
accusing the church of embezzlement, 
kidnapping and forcing him to undergo 
a "life repair course”; 

► a class action filed las* D c c rra berby 
former cburch staff member L-avends || 
Van Schsick, seeking 3200 minion oo 
behalf of church dropouts. Her suit sc¬ 
ones the church of mind control, y j 
unlawful electronic junrefflanoc and . 
leaking details of her private life to the | 
media. 

Last year, Julie Trtchboume. a for¬ 
mer Cburch of Scieuok'gy. member, 
was awwd-J 57 million by a Poriand. 
Oregon, jury, wluch found tha* the 
church's pweolses cf a better Life were 
fraudulent. The church nor subwouerH- 
\y r>ri frvr ''dep*o*t arturenr** tor X2 j 
wH/ion coflerrively, claiming lha: ihry j 
induced Trtcl»bo*itw< to rwi tgaJn* the i • 
Cburch. — J.fiS. j | 


vcrsxlioo was recorded. 

The recording* of Dourian, along with 
tspc- recorded statements made by Perry 
and statements made by HirschJtop— *J] 
collected by Bast—formed the basis for 
the next recusal motion against Judge Ri¬ 
chey. The motion, largely Incorporating 
a n earlier recusal motion filed by Hirsch- 
kop, was filed oo June 20, 19*0. as pro¬ 
ceedings were beginning against the rwo 
defendants recently extradited from Great 
Britain. For some of the Scientologists* 
counsel, however, the recusal strategy had 
gone loo far. There was apparently oppo¬ 
sition within the ranks to these motions 
and the way they were prepared. One law¬ 
yer, Michael Nusxbaura, who represented 
two of the defendants, didn’t sign the 
papers xnd withdrew as trial counsel. 

The affidavit in support of this motion 
was filed by Morris Bud long, ooc of the 
extradited defendants, after he listened to 
various tapes and spoke to Kirschkop. 
Among the prejudicial remarks that Bud- 
long attributed to Judge Richey were: that 
Richey’s death threats emanated frees 
Scientologists; that Jim Jooes and Scien¬ 
tologists were ~aU the same”; that k 
would be a ’feather in his hat” to convict 
(Sc Scientologists; and that Richey had 
told another judge that Scion to logins were 
spreading rumors about him as part of a 
•‘plot” to discredit him. 

A cryptic footnote to the affidavit de¬ 
clined to provide details of the alleged 
rumors about Richey, citing "respect for 
the court as an Institution."But Hirschkop 
and other dc feme counsel knew the details 
of the plot Richey alluded to. They had 
gotten them from Bast, who says he had 
combed the Los Angeles area for informa¬ 
tion about Judge Richey’s personal habits, 
interviewing motel and restaurant employ¬ 
ees and making videotapes and record¬ 
ings. The information not revealed in the 
motion was taken by Bast to political 
columnist Jack Anderson. 

The central figure U Bast’s story was a 
self-professed Los Angeles prostitute who 
worked the Brentwood Holiday Inn, the 
motel where Richey stayed during the Los 
Angeles Searings. In a video recording 
shown to Gary Cohn, a reporter for Ander¬ 
son, the prostitute recalled "in titillating 
detail.” according to Cohn, an encounter 
with Judge Richey at the motel and his 
procurement of her services. According to 
Coho, Bast also showed results of Be 
detector tests conducted by Cam to 
demonstrate that the prostitute was telling 
the truth; a tape recording of Perry, the 
U-S. marshaL—claiming Judge Richey 
said, •'Let’s ro get a woman”; and a tape 
recording of Dourian, the court reporter, 
saying Richey "was always picking up 
girls.” 

Cohn says that he was initially skeptical 
of the story because he was aware that Bast 
was employed by the Scientologists. But 
he says he had oftea worked with Bast and 
trusied him. He says Sc considered but re¬ 
jected the possibility that the prostitute 
was herself a Scicotologist, planted to co- 
trap the Judge. Bast says only that his dis¬ 
covery of the prostitute was "accidental,” 
that he paid tier S \ .200, thx she is no< a 
Scientologist and that she il no longer 
street waiting. 

Cohn wrote the column, which later ap¬ 
peared unocr Anderson's by-line, focus¬ 
ing vm Bast’s investigition and Richey's 
procwrcntciK of a prcitnvte. Cohn adds 
’dial he ts iw*w "not happy” with the way 
llic coiumn was written. Ln his jfiVbv*, 
l>»irian, the court rrporLrr, who ha* heard 
the tapci Sc stole from f.'jin's pocket, 
Jcidcs the remarks arjihvKcd to him. 

Ncwvp*pcr< i*at subveribe to Arvier- 
roVs column ijve»vtd J* Judge Richey 
ucey around July 11, a *«V before its re* 
k uc date of July 11. Some of them hoiked 
at tunning it—ihr. New fork Dally Hews 


d rei d ed no< to publish it— and The Wajk- 
Ingion Post used it only after extensive 
conventions with Cohn. Cohn aays he 
oever reached Richey for comment, and 
although Poji editor Ben BradJoe says be 
“ * ur V‘ we did caJI (Richey] about the col- 
^rnn. do comment frocn Richey appeared 
U the Post's version, either. 

On July 16, Richey issued his opinion. 
Evidently referring to the upcoming 
Anderson column, which Richey might 
have known about from reporters' calls 
and messages, Richey characterized the 
recusal motion as "this latest effort in the 
escalating artack oo the court*’ and found 
the grounds for the motion to be •'Insuffi¬ 
cient as a manor of law,” resting ooJy oo 
"hearsay, rumor and gossip.” 

But, the judge continued; "defendants 
and their ccKinsei have engaged La ground- 
leu and relentless attacks on this court. 
Their motive is transparent. It U an at¬ 
tempt to transform the trial. . . into a trial 
of this judge.” Though he labeled the at- 
tempes to remove him a "classic exam¬ 
ple” of abuse of the recusal statutes, be 
wrote that "the time has come for the pro¬ 
ceedings La this cose to proceed oo the 
merits with the aaentioo of all directed ax 
the real Issues la (his case.” As X result, 
Richey withdrew from the cose In a state of 
exhaustion and ocor-coHopse, according 
to associates. 

Oo July IS, Jack Anderson’s column 
appeared in news papers throughout the 
country. Five days later. Judge Richey 
was hospitalized with exhaustion and 
pulmonary embolisms. He has since de¬ 
clined all comment on the case, citing the 
code of judicial cooduct. 

Judge Richey’s ordeal may Dot be over. 
Kirschkop vows that his campaign against 
the judge will continue, and be claimi that 
(he prosecute affair Is "only the tip of (be 
iceberg.” Although HInchkop declines to 
disclose details, be says if oecessary he 
will expose additional damaging informa¬ 
tion uncov er e d by Bast. 

Apart from the delays, the campaign 
against Judge Richey has had negligible 
legal Impact oo the proceedings against 
the Sdcntologist defendants. Though an 
appeal is pending oa a coovcaDocal search 
and seizure question, the convictions of 
(he first nine stand. Trials of the remaining 
rwo defendants tuned In late October 
under Judge Robinson and are stHl in 
p to g r es x. 

The activities of (he Scientologists and 
their counsel bs this cue seem desdned 
only to satisfy a commandment L. Ron 
Hubbard oo cc wr oae: 

The DEFENSE of anything ts 
UNTENABLE- The only way to defend 
anything is to ATTACK, and if you ever 
forget that, then you will lose every bac^e 
you are ever engiged In, whether h is in 
terms of personal conversation, public de¬ 
bate, or a court of Law. NEVER BE IN¬ 
TERESTED IN CHARGES. DO. 
yourself, much MORE CHARGING, and 
you will WIN.” □ 


In Its July 19*0 issue the American 
Lawyer named Judge Ovaries Richey 
runner-up to the worst District of Colum¬ 
bia federal district court judge. The lawyer 
who most vehemently denounced Richey 
was one of the Sc lento logisu* defense 
counsel, aod this some lawyer aivo re¬ 
ferred our reporter to exher iawyen who 
have represented Church of Scientology 
defendants. The reporter, who ha* since 
left our staff, say* he w»* unaware of 
Soeot«»lo jitts * efforts vn discredit and re¬ 
cuse Judge Richey. Without 'he lawyer s 
vehemently derogatory remark* and hi* 
re fern Is to »xher "souruex,” our reporter 
says he would not bsue named Richey in 
the survey. 
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1. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ARIZONA, an Arizona Corporation, Appellant y. CITY 
OF PHOENIX POLICE DEPARTMENT, a municipal agency; LAWRENCE M. WETZEL, Chief of 
Police; JOHN DOES I-X, Appellees., No. 1 CA-CIV 3825, Court of Appeals of 
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26, 1979 

2. LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT et al., Petitioners, v. THE SUPERIOR COURT OF 
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in Interest., Second Dist., DiY. Two, 65 C.A.3d 661, Jan. 5, 1977; as modified 
Feb. 2, 1977 on denial of petition for rehearing. Hg. den. Apr. 26, 1977 

3. L. GENE ALLARD, Plaintiff, Cross-defendant and Respondent, v. CHURCH^OF 
SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, Defendant, Cross-complainant and Appellant., Second 
Dist., Div. Two, 58 C.A.3d 439, May 18, 1976 

4. Gabriel CAZARES and Margaret Cazares, Petitioners, y. THE CHURCH OF 
SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, INC., Merrell Vannier, Francine Vannier, Clyde H. 
Wilson, Jr., Wilson. Wilson 6 Namack, Chartered, Tobias Tolzman, Mary Sue 
Hubbard, L. Ron Hubbard, and Joseph Lisa, Respondents., No. 82-1059., District 
Court of Appeal of Florida, Fifth District., 429 So.2d 348, March 9, 1983; 
Rehearing Denied April 14, 1983. • 
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5. THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, INC., and MARY SUE HUBBARD, 

Appellants, y. GABRIEL CAZARES and HARGARET CAZARES, his wife, Appellees., NO. 
80-1438, District Court of Appeal of-Flor-ida, Second District, 401 So.2d 810, 
April 1, 19&K *' _ - 

6. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, Appellant, Y. RONALD SCHULTZ, as 
-PinBilas^ounty Property Appraiser, and 0. SANFORD JASPER, as Pinellas County- 

Tax Collector, Appellees., No. 78-1310, District Court of Appeal of Florida 
Second District, 371 So.2d 502, May 9, 1979. 


7. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, a California corporation, and SOUTHERN 
LAND DEVELOPMENT & LEASING CORPORATION, a Delaware corporation, 
Appellants/Crass-Appellees, y. PAUL M. WADE and SOPHIE G. WADE, his wife, et 
al., Appellees/Cross-Appellants.. NO. 77-573, District Court of Appeal of 
Florida Second District, 358 So.2d 885, May 17, 1978. 


8. FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF WASHINGTON, D. C., Plaintiff-Appellant, 
AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION et al ., Defendants-Aopellees., First District 
Division), 60 Ill. App. 3d 586, May 17, 1978. 

9. THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF BOSTON, INC. vs. DISTRICT ATTORNEY FOR THE 
SUFFOLK DISTRICT, Appeals Court of Massachusetts, 9 Mass. App. Ct. 849, 
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10. The CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY' OF MINNESOTA, Appellant, v. MINNESOTA STATE 
MEDICAL ASSOCIATION FOUNDATION, et al., Respondents, John LaBree, etc.’, et al., 
Defendants, American Medical Association, Respondent., No. 47457., Supreme Court 
of HInnesata, en banc, 264 N.W.2d 152, March 17, 1978. 

11. Missouri Church of Scientology, Plaintiff-Appellant, ys. State Tax 
Commission of Missouri, J. E. Riney, Don G. Williams, Robert F. Loye, 
Commissioners of State Tax Commission of Missouri, John K. Travers, Collector of 
Revenue, City of St. Louis, and Glenn J. McBrady, Assessor, City of St. Louis, 
Defendants-Respondents., Supreme Court of Missouri En Banc, 560 S.W.2d 837 
Motion History: 02/08/78 Rehearing Overruled, 12/19/77 

12. The Missouri Church of Scientology, Plaintiff-Appellant, ys. James E. Adams, 
Elaine Viets and Pulltier Publishing Company, Defendants-Respondents., Supreme 
Court of Missouri En Banc, 543 S.W.2d 776 Motion History: NONE FILED, 12/13/76 

13. Church of Scientology of New York, Respondent, y State of New York et al., 
Appellants. Church of Scientology of New York, Respondent, v State of New York 
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14. Church of Scientology of New York, Respondent, y State of New York et al., 
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17. Marks y. Rudie et al/State ex rel Rudie et al y. Church of Scientology of 
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Oregon nonprofit corporation, Church of Scientolcgy, Mission of Davis, a 
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A7704-05184, CA 15952, Court of Appeals of Oregon, 57 Or.App. 203, 644 P.2d 577, 
May 3, 1932, Filed; Argued and submitted September 3, 1981 
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2. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY V. CHRISTOFFERSON, JULIE, S2-1025, SUPREME COURT OF THE 
UNITED STATES, 51 U.S.L.W. 3613, February 22, 1983 

3. FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF WASHINGTON, D.C., INC. V. REGAN, SECRETARY 
OF THE TREASURY, ET AL., No. 81-1812., SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, 456 
U.S. 976; 50 U.S.L.W. 3916, May 17, 1982 

4. FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY V. UNITED STATES., No. 81-1275., SUPREME COURT 
OF THE UNITED STATES, 456 U.S. 926; 50 U.S.L.W. 3838, April 19, 1982 

5. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA Y. FOLEY ET AL., No. 80-1693., SUPREME 
COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, 452 U.S. 961; 49 U.S.L.W. 3954, June 22, 1981 

6. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA Y. UNITED STATES., No. 79-529., SUPREME 
COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, 444 U.S. 1043, January 21, 1980 
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938, May 14, 1979 

LEVEL 1 - 79 CASES 


8. No. 77-1568. MISSOURI CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY Y. STATE TAX COMMISSION OF 
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Plaintiff-Appellant, v. UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE, Benjamin Bailer,. 
Postmaster General, Postal Inspector Service, William J. Cotter. Chief 
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Inspector, Defendant-Appellees., No. 81-5582., UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT., 700 F.2d 486, February 4, 1983; As Amended on Denial of 
Rehearing March 31, 1983. 

15. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA Y. MARY SUE HUBBARD, ET AL. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
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16. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA Y. MARY SUE HUBBARD, ET AL. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
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17. FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF WASHINGTON, D.C., INC. Y. DONALD T. REGAN, 
Secretary of the Treasure, et al., No. 80-1546, UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT, 670 F.2d 1158, December 31, 1981 

18. IN RE: SEARCH WARRANT DATED JULY 4, 1977, FOR PREMISES AT 2125 S STREET, 
NORTHWEST, WASHINGTON, D.C. UNITED STATES, APPELLANT: IN RE: SEARCH WARRANT 
DATED July 4, 1977, FOR PREMISES AT 2125 S STREET, NORTHWEST, WASHINGTON, D.C. 
FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, APPELLANT, No. 79-2138; No. 79-2176, United 
States Court of Appeals FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT, 667 F..2d 117, 
October 2, 1981; As Amended 
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F.2d 1119, May 12, 1981 

20. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, APPELLANT Y. PATRICIA R. HARRIS, ET AL. 
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653 F.2d 584,'April 17, 1981 

21. FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF WASHINGTON, D.C., INC., APPELLANT Y. 
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24. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, APPELLANT v. SHIRLEY FOLEY et al., No 
77-2134, United States Court of Appeals FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT, 

640 F.2d 1335, January 6, 1981 

25. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY. OF CALIFORNIA, INC., APPELLANT v. STANSFIELD TURNER, 
Director. Central Intelligence Agency, ET AL., No. 80-1172, United States Court 
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26. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, Plaintiff-Appellant, v. UNITED STATES 
POSTAL SERVICE, et al., Defendant-Appellees., No. 79-3655 CV 75-2004-R, UNITED 
STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT, 633 F.2d 1327, December 15, 1980 
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UNITED STATES of America et al., Nos. 79-2312, 79-2313 and 79-2324., United 
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Command: Rear Admiral E.F. Rectanus, Director of Naval Intelligence, 
Defendants-Appellees., Nos. 73-1168, 78-1169., United States Court of Appeals, 
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Ninth Circuit., 607 F.2d 1282; 611 F.2d 738, November 7, 1979; Rehearing Denied 
April 7, 1980; Suggestion for Rehearing En Banc in No. 78-1169 Rejected April 7, 
1980; As Amended April 24, 1980 
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WILLARDSON, GERALD BENNETT WOLFE, PAMELA BEVAN, ROBERT HARVEY, PERRY PLATT, JACK 
GAY, BARBARA GLASS, NORMAN HAMILTON and JANE KEMBER, CIVIL ACTION No. 79-2491-G, 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS, 535 F.Supp. 1125, March 
26, 1982 

46. NANCY McLEAN and JOHN McLEAN, Her Son, Plaintiffs, vs. THE CHURCH OF 
SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, et al., Defendants., Case No. 81-174 Civ T-K, UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA, 538 F.Supp. 545, Marcn 
16, 1982 
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LEVEL 1 - 79 CASES 


* 


47. MIRA CHAIKIN, Plaintiff, against LAFAYETTE RON HUBBARD, CHURCH OF 
SCIENTOLOGY, MARY SUE HUBBARD, and CHICK COREA, Defendants., No. 81 Civ. 7525 
(WCC), UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK, Slip Opinion, 
February 11, 1982 

48. PAULETTE COOPER, Plaintiff Y. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF BOSTON, INC., CHURCH 
OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, INC., L. RON HUB8ARD, MARY SUE HUBBARD, and BOSTON 
SAFE DEPOSIT AND TRUST CO., Defendants, CIVIL ACTION No. 81-681-MC, UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT COURT DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS, 92 F.R.D. 783, January 27, 1982 

49. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, Plaintiff, v. ELMER F. LINBERG, et al., 
Defendants., No. CV 77-2654-Kn, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT CENTRAL DISTRICT OF 
CALIFORNIA, 529 F.Supp. 945, December 11, 1981 

50. TONJA BURDEN, Plaintiff vs. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, et al 
Defendants, Case No. 80-501-Civ-T-K, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MIDDLE 
DISTRICT OF FLORIDA, 526 F.Supp. 44; 33 FR Serv2d 194, July 14, 1981 

51. IN RE: CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, etc., Plaintiff y. PAULETTE 
COOPER, Defendant, No. CV 79 2053 (RMT), and PAULETTE COOPER, Counterclaimant y. 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, etc. Counterdefendant, No. CV 79 2053 
(RMT)., No. M-8-85, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

LEVEL 1 - 79 CASES 


90 F.R.D. 442, June 10, 1981 

52. The FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF WASHINGTON, D.C. INC., Plaintiff, Y. 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS SERVICE, et al., Defendants., Civ. A. No. 80-1479., 
United States District Court, District of Columbia., 516 F.Supp. 151, December 
31, 1980. 

53. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF COLORADO Plaintiff, y. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Defendant., Civil Action No. 79-C-1515, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 
DISTRICT OF COLORADO, 499 F.Supp. 1085; 81-1 U.S.T.C. P9236; 47 AFTR 2d 81-383, 
October 24, 1980 

54. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA and FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
WASHINGTON, D.C., Plaintiffs, against JAMES SIEGELMAN, FLO CONWAY, J.B. 
LIPPINCOTT COMPANY and MORRIS DEUTSCH, Defendants., No. 79 Civ. 1166 (GLG), 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK, Slip Opinion, 
September 17, 1980 

55. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, Plaintiff, y. DEPARTMENT OF STATE et 
al., Defendants., Civ. A. No. 77-1320., United States District Court, District 
of Columbia., 493 F.Supp. 418, June 19, 1980. 
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56. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, a corporation, Plaintiff, y. PAULETTE 
COOPER, Defendant., No. CV 78-2053-AAH (PX), UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, 495 F.Supp. 455, June 18, 1980 

57. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA and FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
WASHINGTON, D.C., Plaintiffs, against JAMES SIEGELMAN, FLO CONWAY, J.B. 
LIPPINCOTT COMPANY and MORRIS DEUTSCH, Defendants., No. 79 Civ. 1166(GLG), 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW. YORK, 86 F.R.D. 553: 31 FR 
Serv2d 175, May 30, 1980 

•58. FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF WASHINGTON, D.C., INC., Plaintiff y 
NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY, et al., Defendants, Civil Action No. 76-1494, UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 489 F.Supp. 951, May 19, 

1980 

59. The FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF WASHINGTON, D.C., INC., Plaintiff, v. 

G. William MILLER et al., Defendants., Civ. A. No. 75-1471., United States 
District Court, District of Columbia., 490 F.Supp. 144, April 17, 1980; On 
Motion for Reconsideration May 13, 1980. 

60. THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF NEW YORK, Plaintiff, against FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION and UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Defendants., No. 79 

LEVEL 1 - 79 CASES 

3620-CSH, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK, Slip 
Opinion, January 31, 1980 

61. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, PLAINTIFF v. Griffin BELL, ET AL., 

DEFENDANTS., Civil Action No. 76-1006., United States District Court, District 
of Columbia., 80-1 U.S.T.C. P9413; 45 AFTR 2d 80-1090, January 30, 1980. ~ _ 

62. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA and FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
WASHINGTON, D.C., Plaintiffs, against JAMES SIEGELMAN, FLO CONWAY, J. B. 
LIPPINCOTT COMPANY and MORRIS DEUTSCH, Defendants., 79 Civ. 1166 (GLG), UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT COURT SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEU YORK, 481 F.Supp. 866, December - 
19, 1979 

63. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA and FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
WASHINGTON, D.C., Plaintiffs, against JAMES SIEGELMAN, FLO CONWAY, J. B. 
LIPPINCOTT COMPANY and MORRIS DEUTSCH, Defendants., 79 Civ. 1166 (GLG), UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT COURT SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK, 475 F.Supp. 950, August 27, 
1979 

64. FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF WASHINGTON, D.C., INC., Plaintiff, v. 
DIRECTOR, FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, et al., Defendants., C.A. No. 73-0107 
UNITED STATES OISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT Of COLUMBIA, 459 F.Supp. 748; 26 



LEVEL 1 


79 CASES 


FR ServZd 933, Oct. 19, 1978 

65. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, on its own behalf and on behalf of its 
aembers, et al., Plaintiffs, v. WILLIAM SIMON, Secretary of the Treasury, et 
al., Defendants., CASE NO. CV 76-2160-WPG, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT CENTRAL 
DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, 460 F.Supp. 56, October 13, 1978 

66. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, Plaintiff, v. Gabriel CAZARES, 

Defendant., No. .76-86 CiY. T-K., United States District Court, Middle District 
Florida, Tampa Division., 455 F.Supp. 420, Aug. 15, 1978. * * Actually signed 

by Judge Krentiman on August 4, 1978 but filed later. 

67. THE7F0UNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OFTJJASHiNGJON, D.C., INC. ,-Plaintiff, v. 
CLARENCE M. KELLEY, et al., Defendants., Civil Action 77-0175, UNITED-STATES 
DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 77 F.R.D. 378; 24 FR Serv2d 1268, 
Nov. 29, 1977 

68. THE FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF WASHINGTON, D.C., INC., Plaintiff, v. 
F. RAY MARSHALL, et al., Defendants., Civil Action No. 76-1131, UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 439 F.Supp. 1267, Nov. 8, 1977 


LEVEL 1 - 79 CASES 

69. FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF WASHINGTON, INC., Plaintiff v NATIONAL 
SECURITY AGENCY, et al., Defendants, Civil Action No. 76-1494, UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 434 F.Supp. 632, July 21, 1977 

70. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, Plaintiff v WILLIAM E. SIMON, et al.. 

Defendants, CJjdJ^Actlon No. 76-1719, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 
DISTRICT OF COttJMBT-A-p-435—F.Supp. 1107, July 15, 1977 I • 

71. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, a Nonprofit Corporation, Plaintiff, v. 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE et al., Defendants., No. CV 74r3550-F., 
United States District Court, C.~D. California., 410 F.supp. 1297, April 2, 

1976. 

72. Church of Scientology of Hawaii, Plaintiff v. United States of America, 
Defendant., CiYil No. 70-3138., United States Court, District of Hawaii., 75-2 
U.S.T.C. P9651; 36 AFTR 2d 75-5710, 8/4/75. 

73. Church of Scientology of California, a non-profit corporation, Plaintiff y. 
Internal Revenue Service, Donald C. Alexander, Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
Department of the Treasury of the United States, William Simon,. Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States, Defendants., No. CV74-3465-RJK., United States 
District Court, Cent. Dist. Calif., 75-1 U.S.T.C. P9197; 35 AFTR 2d 75-643, 
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12/12/74. 

74. United States of America and Robert H. Cluberton, Internal Revenue Agent, 
Internal Revenue Service, Petitioners v. Church of Scientology of California’and 
Henning Heldt, Vice President, Respondents., No. 73-2100-HP, U.S. District 
Court, Cent. Dist. Calif., 74-1 U.S.T.C. P9107, 11/15/73. 

75. The CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA a religious corporation, and 
Reverend Robert H. Thomas, Plaintiffs, v. DELL PUBLISHING CO., INC., a New York 
corporation, and George Malko, Defendants., No. C-70-2089., United States 
District Court, N.D. California., 362 F. Supp. 767, Aug. 3, 1973. As Corrected 

.Sept. 17, 1973. 

76. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, INC., Plaintiff, V. Bernard GREEN and 
Barbara Green, Defendants., No. 69 Civ. 5745., United States District Court, 

S.D. New York., 354 F.Supp. 800, Feb. 9, 1973. 

77. UNITED STATES of America, Libelant, v. An ARTICLE OR DEVICE ... “HUBBARD 
ELECTROMETER" or "Hubbard E-Meter," etc., Founding Church of Scientology et al., 
Claimants., No. D.C. 1-63., United States District Court, District of Columbia., 
333 F. Supp. 357, July 30, 1971. 


LEVEL 1 - 79 CASES 

78. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF MINNESOTA et al.. Plaintiffs, v. DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH, EDUCATION AND WELFARE et al., Defendants., No. 4-69 Civ. 86., United 
States District Court, D. Minnesota, Fourth Division., 341 F. Supp. 563, July 
20, 1971. 

79. THE FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY v. THE UNITED STATES, No. 266-61, United 
States—Court- a facial ms, 1-aS- : Ct-. Cl. '490; 4f2'F.2d 1197, July 16, 1969 
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SU.JECT: FL'thU, MICHAEL J. ATTT E US 


1. i'liaii'er, :>ronfion 

2. Flynn, Aovin 

3. Suartr., Ford 

4. Xnnhn , n ay 

S ‘bH’o, Mr. Lotlo 

6. Dept. of the A tty General Haas. 

7. Hannan, Abbie 
A, Flanagan, Joo 

9. Koough, hob •» 

10 .Sylvea t.wr, Hogor 

^•2.u~^ttyrh3ffioo*‘DC 
13-Cath, Stanley 

14. Cooper, Paulatte 

15. City of Clearvater ; 

tf»,Groono, Thomas 

17.Flynn fin*ioo* 
lS.Garritano, Silvan# 

19.V*n Schaick, LaVeenda 
PO.'^unlon, Tonja 

21. Ryan Smith and Coohrano 

22. Flynn Aasooiatoa Management Corp. 

23. Herron, Stan 
24.ilapt.ista, Joso 

25. Navin3, Petor 

26. -Boston Globe 

27. Logan, Halt 

2fl.General Counael Office Jacksonville, PL 
?Q,v,’nvi1 School Hovport R.I. 

C30.Nan H cLaan J^ 

31 .’•'lolff, Gavid 
32.Rhein"old, Paul 
'O.MoHicholas, John 
34.Clar, Mr. Doug 
35«Coour d*Alone Press 
36.Marconnon 


category 

E US 
E US 
I US 
IT US 
li US 
E US 
E US 
T US 
E US 
D US 
E US 
K US 
K US 
E US 
E US 
E US 
E US 
T US 
T US 
T US 
E US 
E US 
T US 
T US 
E US 
E US 
E US 
E US 
E US 
T US 
E US 
E US 
E US 
E US 
L US 
E US 


I 


I 














ibccerpti< <• Sheet 


18 Aug *81 


The US Attornles Office contacted Flynn. (1,1) 

Flynn cot a retainer of 1)5,000 from the city of Clearwator. (1,2) 

The city of Clearwater express mailed an 8lb packaao to Flynn. (4 - ,l) 

Flynn 1 :: naming a .local notice on MU for 21 strolht days in 
the 0.1obc• (4,2) 

I 

Hiss Iloothcrton nf the US Attys Office is advising Flynn. (4,3) 

Hoffman is in cor.ua with lloutherton. (4,4) 

Flynn tolls a tty Logan in Fla r that he con draft a motion for 
substitute corvico similar to the one he did for Cooper. (5,1) 

Flynn v/ants to get Mary Sue's address. (5,2) : 

i 

Flynn's o ; *fico has put togothor a preliminary report for the \ 

City Commission of Clearwater. (7,1) % 

5 

A 1-otion to advanco is boihg fil-.-d on the Stifler auit. (7,2) . | 

Flynn has sent three motions to Logan. (8,1) 5 

Flynn in in disngro'-mant v/ith the bill sent to Jiim by Stanley 
Cath. (V,1) 

A full copy of the Flynn office report to tho city of Cloarvnter. 

(pages 10-20 23-25) Covers tho city's rights regarding tax exenjtionaj 

zoning, history of Sen. , coraercial and religious motivation, 
and .the cities ability to act on these issues. 

A biography has been typed in Flynn's office on LHH. (pgs 21 and 22) 

Kevin Flynn wrote a lettor to Doug Clark of Coeur d'Alene press in 
Coeur d'Alcno Idaho about the criminality of Sen. (pgs 26 <i 27) 
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t 

1 
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GUARD LA!! ORDER 

GO .314 

Lnf<v Buxeau only 


<y 


9 Sep teobwr 1974 


CONFIDENTIAL 
INTELLIGENCE CO-TSE 


NAME __ 

CSC _ POST 


PREREQUISITE : GO Basic Date Chcckshaet 

SST'JENCE : This chccknhvat is done once through, with stud/ led. 

fully applied. St *tr rates arc notv/d with an ast/iisk (• ) 
This chwchsheet consists of 5 sections with an 
internship in the. Info Bureau after each one. 

SEC MON 1 - CHTJERAL INFOn!;ATION 


Dai q started Date completed 

BRTEFir.Q : 1) Get a briefing froa Director of Collections on 
" security, keys r phones, tines, cff£c*:s, staff, 

cam center, files, books, equipment, nets, etc. __ 

2) Send Briefing Sheet to bl staff _ 

3) For your ir.fo re: 31 LiLrary __ 

DOC KS : To he read in student’s own tiaa 

1) Brainwashing _ 

2) Hitidcr. Story of Scientology a 

3 ) Part 1 South African Submission __ 

(to L-r xwid in office spacw) 

PAI.T A - THE INFORMATION BUREAU 


1. Get the definitions of thw following words, use ther. in 
sentences until you have thee conceptually. Look then 
up in several different dictionaries* 


Spy Espionagt. C.I.A. 
Spying Counter Espionage F.3.I. 
Agent Ccssntcr Intelligence M.1.6. 
Operative Fascism M.X.3. 
Information’ Socialise K.G.B. 
Intelligence Co tan unis* G.R.U. 


2. Essay: The differences and similarities of 

Intelligence, Counter Intelligence, 

*, % / Information, Spying, Espionage and 
Counter Espionage. 

3. PL 1 Karch 66 The Guardian tJntelligwnca section)/ 


C. 



































> 2 < 





Clay daaoi Intelligence 

PL 25 Sept 73, Organisation of the G.O. (Info Bur) 
Clay dc»o- Information Bureau Org Board 

PL 20 Peb 72 Intelligence and Security 

Essay: V at could happen if Intelligence was not 
anonyaous and/or olusivc 

MSH Write up: Duties of Intelligence Chief N7 

H4 


12 . 

13. 

14 . 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20 . 
21 . 
22 . 

23. 

24. 



PART B - THE ' VJl 


“I. 

Info 

Ltr 

2. 

Info 

Ltr 

3. 

Info 

Ltr 

(ft 

Jnf 0 

Ltr 

5. 

Info 

Ltr 

6. 

Info 

.Ltr 

7. 

Info 

Ltr 

8. 

Info 

Ltr 

9. 

Exec 

Ltr 

M 

O 

• 

Exec 

Ltr 

11. 

Exec 

Ltr 

12. 

Exee 

Ltr 

13. 

Exec 

Ltr 

14. 

Excc 

Lt: 


SecED 45 


13 Apr 61, Terror Stalks^ 

8 Kay 61, Conaunisa and Scientology v 
27 Oct 62, Son's Journal 

9 Nov 62, Ron's Journal No .2 

8 Jan 63, Eon’s Journal No.S^ 

15 J.-j» U, The DC Situation ^ 

4 June 63, Sobering Pacts * 

24 Nov 63, Essential information X. 

7 Apr 63, Ron’s Journal No. 11 % 

4 June 65, OCA graph of voaan after Id • 
4 Oct 65, Hoibourne Inquiry into Sen • 
ip Oct 65, Ron's Journal No.17 • 

3 Nov 65, US Suits \ 

29 Nov 65, Validity of vested interests 4 
VW 9 Peb 66, Enquiry rumour \JK 


•• : 


—1 


v • 





































































/ •• 




-3- 

SccED 32 W 11 Feb 66, Cnnnlttco for Sane Psychiatry . 

Exec Ltr 21 Feb 66, The Calculated Risk 

Se-cED 61 W 22 Feb 66, Project Psychiatry 

SocED 70 W 11 Mar 66, Parlia»rnt and Ealniel 

Exec Ltr 19 Jul 66, Public Attacks, Legal Point 

ED 21 W 26 Sept 66, Current Attacks 

Info Ltr 16 Oct 68, E-Mot ers replace Gunsv^ * 

LRH ED 43 1st < Nov 68, Press Stories 

LRH ED 31 Int 24 Nov 68, Stability >/ • . 

UCl ED 33 Int 29 Nov 68, The War^ . *_ 

LRH ED 63 W 13 Dec 68, Re: Life article and letter 

LRH ED 66 Int 13 Doc 68, The Great Charity Swindle ^ . 

Clay deoo: The Great Charity Swii>dlc 

LRH ED 69 Int 20 Dec 68, Vcstern Countries 

LRH ED 75 Int 1 Jan 69, Good News * 

Info Ltr 17 Feb 69, Ron's Journal 68 

Info Ltr 28 Feb 69, Ron's Journal No. 1 ^ • 

LRH ED 9 Kar 69, P.D.H. V # 

Info Ltr 16 Kar 69, Ron's Journal No.2 ^ 

Info Ltr 4 Apr 69, Ron's Journal No. 3 . 

Notes 14 June 70, Extracts froa LRH Coraunication 
HCO B 16 Jul 70, The Psychiatrist at work 
GO 166 7 Oct 71, Re: Books and entheta ..V* 

GO 637 10 Feb 73, Observations on the Great Health. • • 
Essay: Vha our enoaics are and their tactics 


4t. 

45. 

47. 

49. 

3J 

31. 

32. 
33 ; 
34. 

33. 






































































PART C - IKTEJTrSHIP UTOO DIRECTOR OR COLLECTIONS 


SECTION 2 - C.T.C. 


Dut* started 


Date completed 


PART A - REPORTS AND PILING 


1. Jr illi 


©, 

\3v 

. 4 - 

"V; 

6 . 


Cot fro definitions fox C.2.C. *or_tfao 
various GO Bureaus 


Desp. 1C i4ov 69, Airmail express 
Desp. 25 7eb 69, What is needed and wanted • ••• 
Dcsp. 25 Pob 69, Kary Suo does not 
ID 1175 Xnt 21 June 66, Intelligence Reports vX' 
Clay discs 


7. Drill: 


What data an intelligence report should 
contain 

Pick up a newspaper and write a duwsy report 
cn an article of your choice. 


OO 4 15 I eb 70, Guardian Coxaunication Lines ^ •_ 

GO 995 21- Oct 73, Cuaauni cat ions to the Controller __ 
Dcsp. 11 Oct 72, Re: Weekly Reports _ 

Desp. 12 Max 73, Coaplianee Rwi Weekly Reports __ 

GO S02 2t June 73, Your Weekly Reports v •_ 

Z>rill: Pock up an Info Weekly Report # _ 

Deep. 14 Aug 70, To speed up the • •«;. _ 

Desp.- 24 Aug 70, CS-G has ordered 
GO 13 2 ' cpt 70, Bureau OIC reports 

Drill: ttitc up a saaplo OIC Telax __ 

Desp. 13 Oct 70, Re: Nudges __ 

GO 35 19 Kar 71, Return address •_ 

GO 151 7 Sept 71, Rcportingv-* __ 

Desp. 26 July 72, Re: Telexes __ 

OO 905 21 Aug 73, Traffic to and froa Controller v # 
Write up or. writing of reports _ 

GO 773 8 June 73, Excerpting 2eports and Information* 

GO 1219 fSH 7 Jul 74, Excerpting of Reports •_ 

Drill: >‘ind a newspaper and do sample excerpting of 

3 articles ._ 

Adain Ltr 15 Jul 70, Telex Codes ♦_ 

TL 11 Sept 73,'Codes and Coding 

Drill: M*>ck up a telex using coding _ 

TL 14 Ma/ 60, Clippings Book 

Drill: -Jo to Info Bureau and ask CIC Director if 
you m*y exaiiinc a clippings book to sea 
bow it is aad« up. _ 















































5- 





GO 38 14 Apr 71 f Newspaper Clippings 
33. GO 163 4 Oct 71, Bo: Newspaper Cuttings 
D-esp• 16 Oct 67, B«: Crossfiling 
Desp. 19 Oct 67, Re: Crossfiling 

PL 25 Apr 63, Intelligence Actions (section on files )•_ 
Clay deno: Crossfiling 

PL 13 Max 72, Pilot *„ 

PL 28 Juno 72, Piles Accuracy *_ 

Xval on C2C EicJdog * . 

Essay: Purpose of’filing and why *it should bo 


done accurately 
GO 1197 20 June 74, C.l.C. Series No. 1 


K7 

M4 


I 

43. Clay Dcao: The 8 filing categories 

44. GO 1196 20 June 74, C.l.C. Series No. 2^ 



GO 1195 20 Juno 74, C.l.C. Series No. 3 

GO 115.; 20 Ain't 74, C.l.C. Series No.4 1 


CO 1193 20 June 74 C.l.C. Series No.5 


GO 1192 20 June 74, C.l.C. Series No. 6 








M7 

H4 

• 

K7 

M4 

* 

?<7 


M-; 


M7 


M7 

M4 


49. Drill: Make out a report applying all the data 
you >-avc learned on this checkshcot. 
Taka* it to CXC Director for OK. 


3C. __ 

si. ■?*:. jrA/.-y f*m 

55 • 4 t ^ t Mr -r*£X' _ ^ 


31. 

* 34 . 

si.; 
u. 
3 ;. 

3( . 
3$ . 



I 





























































61. 

62. 

63. 

64. * 


PART B - INTERNSHIP UNDER C.I.C, PIP ECTOR 


SECTION 3 - OVERT DATA COLLECTION 


Det o started 


Date completed 


BOOKS 




To be read'in* student's own time 
-flict In the Shadows 
unter Insurgency Campaigning 


F: 


PART A - INVESTIGATION 

T. 



2 . 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6 . 


7. 

8 . 

9. 


10 . 

21* 


n!2. 

< 13 :. 

<14.* 

vTi> 

16. 

17 , * 

18. 

*00 


Look »:p the word "Scientology 5"- on page 344 of 
Voluae 4, OEC 

PL 1< Aug 63, Scientology Five, Press Policies •* 
Drill: Do the drill as per above PL 
PL 11 Oct 65, Press Relation* ** 

PL 15 Feb 66 Attacks on Scientology** 

PL 17 Feb 66, Public Investigation Section * 


PL 18 Feb 66, Attacks on Scientology L 

PL 25 Feb 66, Attacks on Scientology.(continued) 

PL 28 Nov 66, Intelligence Section; 


Drill 
PL 25 


Desp. 

Desp. 

Desp. 

Desp. 

Desp* 

Desp* 

Desp* 

Desp. 

Legal 


K7_ 

N4 


M7_ 

M ; 


Mock up a "five fact cable" 
April 68, Intelligence Actions^’ 


5 Dec 66, Rex Noisy Investigations 
26 Hay 68, Bex Intelligence 
20 Sept 68, Rex NY Int 
3 Nov 68, Be: Intell NY 
28 May 70, Rex Further LRH remarks... 

18 Oct 70, Res Int. US 

9 Mar ,70, Be: Successful and unsuccessf ul 


K7_ 

M4 


actions 

23 Apr 74, Successful and unsuccessful actions •_ 
contract far outside investigators _ 
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00 M4 10 S«pt 73, Guirdikn Office Al«rtv<^ 

CO 1206 32 Juno 74 Th# Snow White ProgiJt* 

Essayt Vhy it it neecssaxy to investigate tooebody. 

5hould be at least 5 pegos long and detailed 

City demos Purpose of an investigation 
Write upi 2 June 69, Intelligence Stat 
ED 1802 Znt 2 .Tune 69, Statistics 
Write ups 22 Aug 71, Res Stats 

Write ups Stats for Dir Collections (this will be 
your stat while on the internship) 

CO 1150 7 Hay 74, .Res Info Durcau Statistics 


Clay donoj Connection 
Clay daaos Incident 

Read Overt Data Collection Hat (in office space) 




54. 

55. 

36. 

37. 
Si. 
37. 
40. 
<l• 
O. 


1 : ART 

gT 

<5> 


3. 

4. 

5. 


6 . 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10 . . 

11 . 

12 . 

13. 

14. 

15. 


B - STRING PULLING 

Booklets HCO Manual of Justicv 

PL 11 Kay 65, Ethics Officer Hat 

Clay dcao: Pulling a string and finding a tiger 

HCO B 2 Svpt 72, Why Finding Drill II 

Drills Student is to do the string pulling drill 
(as per above HCOL) on Supervisor, until 
the Supervisor passes the student, when he 
is sure thu student can pull strings. 


PAST C - TK7ESMSHIP UTO£,7 DinrCTCa OF COLLECTIONS 
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SECTION 4 - COVERT DATA COLLECTION 


Date stilted 


D&t* conplctod 



BOOKSx To be retd In student's o*o tine 
^lack Bocser ingas 
Science d Survival * 


PART A - 'THE LPY AND HIS MASTE.7S (by C. Felix) 


1. 


demo 


P 

3. 



6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 


gto'.' 

. ii. 
Y2. 


Look up -n a BZC dictionary, use in sentences, 
kit end get conceptually the following words: 

Spy drop confidential 

Har'.er case officer % motivation 

.Cover . .clandestine * sleeper* 

Cut-Out covert 

Secret conspiracy 

Introduc ion, Vienna 1936, Chapters 162 
Chapter .4, The Spy and His Masters 
Clay der^t The Case officer - agent relationship 
Clay dca >s: 

A Cut-Out Personal Cain motivation 

A drop Ancition aotivation 

A Safe Hmse Political aotivation 

Money bo tivatioa Duty motivation 

*CoBpulsi ya motivation 
Chapter I,The Art of Cover 
Clay dem it Building a Cover 
Chapter 5, The Art of Cover ZZ 
Clay dec as: Front Croup 

Cover Organisation 
Organisational Cover 
Ival on Lovers, by H. Brendel 
Write up on covers 

Drill: Write up throe possible covers in detail 

that you could use that are "real"* 

(ones that you could actually utilize) 

Take than to Dir Collections for OX 

Chapter 6, The Open Paced Americas 
Chapter 7, Intelligence 

Chapter 8, C.E. versus Security and other Delivery 

Clay dcso: Counter-Espionage 

Chapter 9, Political Operations 

Essay, Vhat a Political Operation is 

Part ZZ, Fundamentals and Forms' in Action 















































r 


23 . 

24 . 

25 . 

26. 
!.7 • 
26. 
.19. 
JO. 
31. 

• 32 . 

14 . 

15 . 




•ART B - COVERT OPERATIONS 

Transcript 6 Kay 66, Talk to SH, VW stiff on RhJ^esia_ 

Transcript 16 July 66, Conference with tht Guardian.. _ 

Transcript 25 Aug 66, LRH conferonce with investigaturs_ 

Tape 2 Nov 69, Covert Operation* 2 • 

Tape 6 Nov 69, Covert Operations ZZ * 

Clay dcaox An Agent Provocateur . 

Roporl 20 Dec 69, Sex Jack Lundin Affairv/' « 

Report "About the Apollo" __ 


(& 

CiP 

a 

u* 

Write up: 

12 Nov 69, PRO Area Control 

0 


Write up: 

2 Dec 64, Confidential Intelligence .yf 

« 


Desp. 6 Dec 66. Rex Zntell Possibilities for collecting 


Write upx 

3 Dec 69, Industrial Zntell. Text Note 

« 


14 ^ 

Transcript 

10 Mar 71. Concerning Intelligence 

• 


13. 

Bssayx What could happen to your notwork if data 




published doesn't cover your source. Also 
indudo several examples of how to cover 
your source when publishing data covertly 
obtained. 

Book: Assault on the West, Chapters 6 6 9 
(l7. Notes Re Anonynous letters 
. 18. Clay demox Disinfoxaation 
0*9>, ^Dcsp. 28 Pcb 72, Sex Obcrholscr 
C*?) Write upx 1 May 74, Rex Security and theft... 

21. Clay deaox How t\Q cncoy operates in stealing 

materials by infiltration cr ay straight 
breaking entering and theft. Cover all 
. stops of above write up. 




























































10 - 


23* Drill* Vrite up 4 proposed covert operation using 
clandestine operations, plants, counter¬ 
espionage, agents, case officers, cut-outs, 
secret -intelligence operations. Purely on 
an intelligence basis that would tcrcinatedly 

tandlo ... 

{Note: This isn't always done in actual fact 
bet the po*er of intelligence is such that it 
could be done and you should be zeal on that 
power). Take to Dir Collections for OK 


23. . 

24. _ 

— 25- . 

. 

27. . 

28. _ 

29. 

30. ^ 

11 . . 

32. a 

33. , 

34. 
33. • , 
36; 
37. 



PAST C- DE fJD ACIT»T TEG CLIQUES 

(JL^) Book: i *t of Var, Chapter 13 

2. PL 14 71, False Report Correction/ 

3. OO 0112*2 LRH 12 Jan 72, Black Propaganda^ 

4. PL 11 Kay 72, Black ♦_ 

5. PL 21 Nov 72, How to handle Black Propaganda 

6 . PL 12 J.-n 73, The Safe Point / \ 

(7j) OO 1215j 9 HSK (3) 15 Dec 69, Intcll - Dead Agont M7^ 

H4 


8. Clay doooi Major Target of above prograaae 

7m\ CO 123071 lrh 30 Dec 71, Dead Agunt Additional H7. 

H4 


10 . 

13. 

12 . 

13. 


Obtain 3'tnthcta articles on Sen. Do a dunay dead 
agenting of mJLI threo with a letter to the editor for 
correction to be oade. 


































































n 


14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20 . 
21 . 
22 . 

23. 

24 . 

25. 


y/np. STRATEGY 



1. . Appendix II Scientific Method in DKS>M 
( 2 ) Notv: Clausewitx 1st Reciprocal 
(Ty PL 16 Feb 69, Confidential, Eneay Nanas 


Drill: Locatw in recent newspaper a hostile 

eowientator (not necessarily hostile to 
Sen) to any group or person 

Essayx What to do with Envoy Nanos end relation 
. with pa 


6 J PL 16 Feb 69, Confidential, Battlo Tactics 


Clay dejao: The end product of our war 

Essay: Good Intelligence pin points who, when, 
whore, what 

PL 16 Feb 69, Confidential, Enewy rRO's 


N7_ 

M’i 


N7__ 

H-i 


H7__ 

N4 


I. ). Clay daoo: Tracing back each naau to find the 

organisation in coocoo 

II. Drill: Co to files and go through soav past entheta 

articles and spot cncay rRO’t. Write up what 
you find, the party lines and non-sequitux 
^ responses. 

PL 16 Feb 69, Confidential, Targets Defense 


*7_ 

W4 


13. Clay duao: Defense is only effective when one 

sorties or attacks 

14. Essay: Take each target, write up several ways 
is which lotoll can bring it about 
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15. GO 060571 LRH 6 May 71, Secret, Wording Theory ^ 

16. GO 070 571 LRH*7 Kay 71, Secret, Notes on Saersh^/ 
PL 29 June 71, Coni’idantisi 

18. GO 62 19 June 71, For Public Advices * 

19. GO 78< 8 June 73, Intelligence, It's Rolo^ 


20. City Leaos Tho first function of Intelligence 

21. Clsy deaoi Support Intelligence 

22. GO 90*’ 22 Aug 73, Intelligence Estimations end 


« 

• 

K7_ 

M4_ 

• 


Pxodi :ions 


K7_ 

M4* 


24. 

25. 

26. 
27. 
* 8 . 
29. 
20 . 

’ 31 . 

32 . 

33 . 

34 . 

35 . 

36 . 

37 . 

38. 

39 . 

40. 

41. 

42. 


IStiSAttt 


Write up 14 Nov 73, ReI 
Clay ieao: Estimation 

Essay: How to uso "special banks** to predict 
GO lr«7 LRH 6 Kar 74, Strategic Info^ * 

Clay dcao: The Duties of Int.Chief (ref KSH writeup) 


PART E - DRILLS 

^ HCt: B 25 Sept 71, Ten* Seel* in full S 

2. Drill: Student to detoct various tones the eoaeh 

assumes. Pass when student can identify 
efeh tone level easily. 

3. HOO B 26 Oct 70, Obnosis and the Tone Scale 

4. Drill: Obnosis Drill (see para 5 of HCOS)*^ 


5. 



Chart of Hunan Evaluation 

Essay: What use the above data and shills will have 
for you in^the Info Bureau. Be specific. 








































































7. TRO _ . 

7*0 £2 (with special 


~13- 


eaphasis cm spying «tc) 


TR a 
TR 2 

•tr 3 
n 4 
TR 6 
TR 7 
TR B 
TR 9 

I. Do the following R«portcr TR* to a pass by Supervisor 


Ho.2 
Ho. 3 a 
H o. 5b 
Ho. 54 
Situation TR 


9. Do TR-L 

10. TR s'lnt and TR 3 Xnt with bullbaiting 


11 . 


Do TR 3 Xnt and TR 3 Xnt with bullbaiting with 
a coo or. < who ha* had too* experience in Info. This 
can be an interne or student who has worlad 
previously in this area. 


12 . 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20 . 
21 . 
22 , 

23. 

24. 
23. 
26. 


PART T - INTERNSHIP UNDER DIRECTOR OF COLLECTIONS 
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SECTION 5 - TNTS7KAJL SECURITY 


Date Started 


Date coapleted 


This portion of th« checksheet contain* the «ost vital data you 
need to about Branch II. As Branch II is the portion of the 

Guardian's Office which probably coots into cost contact with the 
Org in policing that policies are applied, you are advised to 
*ake yourself faaillar with Bore policy than is contained herein. 
The policy sections which will be of aost help art those in 
• Voluae I 01C on Ethics, including data on refunds, petition, 

appeal, further background data on Freeloaders, 2-D, Third Party, 
ttc. You will find that you will probably have to rtscarch 
policy further as you handle your post, which is finn. An 

... ... - • additional hat oo all the useful PL *, HCO Bs that you case up with 

in the course of your post is a valuable asset* 



FAST 

2 . 

3 . 

4 . 

6 . 

7. 

t. 

9. 

10 . 
11 . 

*121 

13. 

14. 
13. 
16. 

19. 

20 . 


CENTRAL 


PL 7 Feb 65, Keeping Scientology Working )/ 
n, IP Sept 67, Coaplexity and Confronting ^ 

HCOB 25*Aug 60, New Definition of Psychosis*^ •„ 

HCrtS 28 Nov 70, Psychosis v •„ 

PL 22 March 67, Urgent and Important •„ 

HCOB 10 May 72, Robotiaa * • 

Clay deaos What a psychotic will do to an Org 
Clay demo: A Robot 

PL 3 March 6G At lacks on Sen, Sex in Orgs ^ • 

ro 1^29 13 Jan 69, 20*' • 

9 Feb 71, Exeirutive Misbehaviour V r • 

UK Sesp. 26 Jan 72, Re: HCO State of ♦ 

. N. li Oct 72, Freeloadersv* * 

HCOE 13 Dec 73, The Continued Missed W/H*' • 

S.O. No.l - Write up*' • 

Essay: What useful info the S.0.1 line will give you 
OO 1191 20 June 74 Re: Recruitment 


22 . 

23. 

24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

*»? 

29. 

30. 

31. 





\ 
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P>3T B - PERSOTTNEL DATA 





PL 29 June 71, Oxg Personnel Recruitment 
PL 21 July 72, Staff Qualifications Requirement• •_ 

Deep, KSH 2 Aug 72, Re: Staff Requirements*^ 

PL *5 June a, FEBC Clearance*" 

PL 6 Aug 71, PEBE Clearance Amended 1 ^* 

00 320, FEBC.Student* •_ 

PL 10 Feb 73, SP.Declares end Hiring ^ \ 

CO B24, 3 July 73, Requir enents. to Flag \S y \ 

GO 824-1 23 Nov 73, Important - Additional ** 

Requir emeats to Flag +_ 

FO 3454 11 Feb 74, Requirements for Personnel to Flag i 
SO ED 221 Xnt 16 Sept 73,’ HCO'Establishment Pgm v* 

SO ED 222 RA lat 2 Oct 73, Ihe Lines for Personnels _ 
FO 3439 11 Jan 74, High Crime PL*"" 

PL 16 Sept 73, Personnel Appointment ^ * m 

Desp, 28 Nov 69, Confidential data for AG's •_ 

CO 21 9 Dec 70, Personnel Policy \ 

CO 31 22 Jaa*71, CO Personnel Qualification* ^ \ 

CO 65 3 line 71, Re: Problems Chedus \ 

CO 209 1 Dec 71, Guardian Office .Personnel •_ 

Essay: The requirements for GO and why we have t>u*a 
CO 112669 HSH 26 Nov 69, Personnel Pgm No.2 \ 


22 . 

23. 

24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 

32. 

33. 

34. 
35*/ 
36. 
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FART C - INSTirUTTOKAL AND SHOO: CASES 



9 . 

10 . 
11 . 
12 • 

* 13. 


LRK ED 67 Int 15 D*e 68, Electric Shock Casts^ 

TL 16 Kay 70, Institution and Shock Gists ^ 
Petitions fren 

FL 26 Oct 70, Institution and Shock Cases ^ 
Posting of Bonds 

FL 14 Doc 70, Institution and Shock Casts ^ 
Petitions froa Legal 

PL 16 Ftt 71, Institutions and Shock Casts ** 
Fttitlons fresa 

GO 293 IT March .73, Institution and Shock Casts 
Chtckshttt 

Clap dcai -s The sequence of actions which have to 
be done before an Institutional or 
shock case nay coat on lints 


14. . 


13. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20 . 
21 . 
22 . 





t 


t 



) 




PART D - TRO JBLESOKE SOURCES 



K7_ 

M4_ 

e 

• 





t 



































































33. 
•*I3 . 

14 . 

13. 

». 

n. 

is. 

39. 

40. 

41. 

42. 
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PL 7 May 69, Solicit* on Source* of Trouble ^ K7 m 

H4 


Clay dcaos: All 10 type* of troublesoae source* __ 

HCOB 24 Nov 63, Level IV S & D ^ 

FL 15 Nov 6S, Disconnection excelled ^ *_ 

PL 7 Apr 63 Keeling Policy in the Field 1, _ 

PL 20 Dec 66, PTS Section* Personnel end Ejccc**^ •_ 

OO 98 K5H 19 July 71, PXS Personnel .. • . _?_ 

PL 12 Key 72, PTS Personnel ar.d Finance^' 

PL 3 April 72, PTS Type A Handling w' •_ 

HCOB 10 Aug 73, PTS Handling 

PL 13 Sept 73, Confidential, Handling Disconnection* 
Desp. 3 Dec 70,' Set Case Histories _ 

Clay dcao: What you do with a Typo A __ 

Clay deaot %ihat you do with a Type III _ 

la say x What could happen if you .get a Type A to 

publicly disconnect froa a fasily auaber _ 

EssayI What are the possible repercussions of each 

type of PTS bei^g allowed on lines unhandled, __ 

BPL 9 July 74, Handling PTS and Out Ethic* Personnel•»_ 
LRH ED 241 Int, 23 July 74, Potential Trouble Sources 
CO 1253 XSH 3 Aug 74, Gb Amnesty Action* vX •_ 



























































* 




•is. 


PAST E - SUPPRESSIVES 



36 * 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

41. 
43. 










\ 
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PART T • S^g^TTY 







PL 30 Oct 62, Security Sisks - Xnfiltratioo 
ncoe 8 Aug 63f Flints in Acadeaie#^* 

ED 1»42 Int 17 Kirch 69, Stitus Verification Fora 
TL 1 Sept 69, Counter-Espionage*"^ 

Reward Sign 

PL Z Sept 70, Instruction Protocol^ 

CO 160670 LRH 16 Aug 70, Guardian Office and S.O. 
Write up 20 Kirch 74, Re: Plants in 7oronto Org 
Cliy desoi Tfao indicators of i plant 

Ssfiyi Given a leak of i specific piece of da La, 
to an outside body, how would you detect 
• the plant. . 

Write up i Metered Flint Interview * 

Dr .lit Do i watered plant interview on i doll 
CC 26 20 Jin 71, Squirrelled Tech ^ 

PI 25 July 70, Security Div I *" 

GT 1035 16 Jin 74, Minor Security*" 
lord 

PL'5 June 71, Confidentiil GOs ✓ 

HDDS 4 Aug 71,'Purpose Clearing / 

KSH Dvsp. 10 Aug 71, Internal Security V 
tesp. 26 Oct 73, Coaplimce Re: Security 
.CO 1155 28 Kay 74, Stiff Status Verification Check- 
*10 1156 26 May 74, CO Security. * 

16 Aug 66, Clearing Course Security**'' 

PL 27 Nov 67, R6 Materialsu 

PL 2 Kirch 68, Advance Course Sec Check 

11 Aug 71, Advanced Courses Materials Security 
of Data *. 

PL 7 Dec 70, Guardian's Office Kailv^ 

CD 23 16 Dec 70, Confidential Mail Security v* 

Dosp. 4 April 74, Security Alert 

Drill: Mock up a Security Alert 

Desp. 17 Kay 74, Re: Debugging 

Clay deaos: 4 different types of bugs 

Actions to be taken when a theft needs 
to be investigated 


How to do a full scale investigation 


c?i: 

Write up: J 

i 

34. 

Drill: Mock 


what 

1 

Write up: 1 

36. 

‘-Clay deao: 


00 1230 19 . 





















































© 
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00 13166'J HSH 16 Dac 69 Frograsaa Intall* Intarnal 

Security 

Clay desjex All 9 operating targets of abova p&a 


K7 m 

K4 


45. 

46. 

47. 

4a. 

* 49. 

* 

50. 

51. 

53. 
55. 

54. 
*53. 




FAST C - IVT IRNSHIP UNDER BRANCH II DIRECTOR- 


£ 


La if Windle 
D/DC Info VW Car An 

for Ko Budlong 
DC Info WW 

for Jana Kaabar 

Tha Guardian VW 































































AiToP./eY' "S.UY'r^r/ 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON 


FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH 


JULIE CHRISTOFFERSON TITCHBOURNE, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

vs. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION ) 

OF DAVIS, a nonprofit California ) 

corporation doing business in ) 

Oregon; CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

OF CALIFORNIA, a California ) 

corporation, doing business in ) 

Oregon; and L. RON HUBBARD, ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 


No. A7704-05184 


AFFIDAVIT OF 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 


STATE OF OREGON ) 

) ss. 

County of Multnomah ) 

I, GERALD ARMSTRONG, being first duly sworn, depose 


and say that: 

I was in Scientology from 1969 to 1981. During several 
long periods in the 1970's I had direct contact with L. Ron 
Hubbard and from 1979 through December 12, 1981, I worked 
directly for L. Ron Hubbard in his personal office. 

I am very familiar with the steps taken by Mr. Hubbard 
and the Scientology organization to keep his whereabouts 
and the fact of his control of Scientology a secret. I 
am also knowledgeable of Mr. Hubbard's absolute control and 
the means by which he effected it. In 1980, I saw and was 
briefed on orders from Mr. Hubbard which showed his knowledge 
of the Christofferson case. 


1 - AFFIDAVIT OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 

RANKIN. UcMURRY. VavROSKY & DOHERTY 
La*v*»* 

1600 Franaan Pit** 

On# S.W Cournot 
Portland. Qr*?©* 97?M 


EX. 
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14 
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22 
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I have reviewed the document entitled "Christo Final 
Handling Eval" attached hereto which was produced in the 
instant case by the Defendants. I am familiar with Scientology 
and Guardian’s Office terms, positions and activities and 
am able to interpret the significance of this document 
for the Court. 

This document is a Guardian Programme Order (GPGMO), 
an order for Guardian's Office staff with various specific 
targets which must be carried out. The GPGMO is in the 
form of an Eval, an evaluation or data analysis, which finds 
a "why" or reason for a problem and seeks to correct the 
problem with the specific assigned targets. This GPGMO 
would have been issued in late 1981 since it refers to 
Charles Parselle as being the Ex Deputy Guardian for Legal 
at World Wide (E DGL WW). Mr. Parselle was removed as 
DGL WW in the Summer of 1981. 

There are various references to "Senior Advices" or 
"R Advices" throughout this GPGMO. These terms were used 
in the Guardian's Office and in all the top management units 
of Scientology from 1978 onwards for "LRH Orders", orders 
from L. Ron Hubbard. The reason for this was to cover up 
the fact that Mr. Hubbard was issuing orders into the GO 
or Scientology. The specific orders from Mr. Hubbard referred 
to in this GPGMO are: 

A. File a Counterclaim on Julie Christofferson; 

B. Bring criminal charges against the litigants; 

2 - AFFIDAVIT OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 

RANKIN. McMURRY. VavROSXY & DOHERTY 

Lawnrars 

1600 Barn Pran«im Plaza 
Or* S W O>onx*a 

Poniano. 0 '* 9 on 97256 » 
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C. Launch criminal proceedings against the 
investigators and perpetuators; 

D. Disprove the false testimony and including 
false PL's (Hubbard's Policy Letters); and 

E. Take legal action against Judge Jones 
for his making a mockery of the trial, including 
criminal proceedings as his actions are assumedly 
based in actual crimes. 

A through E above were ordered by L. Ron Hubbard in 
August/September, 1979. They are again ordered in late 
1981, as laid out in pages 6-8 of the GPGMO. These targets 
are given to All Clear IC US for execution. Mission All 
Clear was the title given to the unit which had the 
responsibility, as ordered by Mr. Hubbard, of resolving all 
his legal problems to the point where it was "all clear" 
for him to come out of hiding. 

The following list of terms included in this GPGMO are 
defined in order to assist the Court in understanding this 
document: 


HCO P/L’s 


L. Ron Hubbard's Policy Letters 


HCO B's 


L. Ron Hubbard's Technical Bulletins 


Comm Ev A Scientology internal justice/ 

disciplinary body 

Watch Dog 

Committee - The secret group of top Commodore's 

messengers who ran Scientology, 
answerable only to L. Ron Hubbard 


3 - AFFIDAVIT OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 

aankin. mcmuRRT v»v«csky & DCmerty 

Lawyari 

1000 Ba«i. Framtun Plan 
Ona S.W Corfumo* 

Poniarxj. Oregon 97250 
( 503 ) 225 - 6*00 
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1 

Founder/ 



o 

Commodore 


L. Ron Hubbard 

m 

Q & A 

— 

"Question and Answer". 

3 



Non-compliance with 

4 



an Order 

T 

B1 

_ 

Bureau One of the Guardian's 

5 



Office. The Intelligence 

Bureau, responsible for covert 

6 



actions against people 

7 



viewed as enemies 

8 

CP 

- 

Charles Parselle 

GAS 

— 

Guardian Activities Scientologist. 

9 



A covert operative for the Guardian 
Office, not formally posted in the 

10 



GO 

11 

R 

- 

L. Ron Hubbard 

12 

OM 

- 

Omitted. Eg. OM Counter Attack - 
Omitted Counter Attack, a counter 

13 



attack which should have occurred 
but did not. 

14 

15 

16 



(The notations like OM Hardling, 

Added Time, Wrong Target, etc. 
under the Data Section of the GPGMO 



are called "Outpoints". They are 
also called "illogics" in the 
Scientology logic system. They are 
errors or things which should not be 

17 


18 



there. The person or unit responsible 
for the error is noted to the right of 

19 



the outpoint. Eg. Ex DG L WW is 
Charles Parselle). 

20 

Cl 


Counter-Intention. Doing something 

21 



other than what was ordered. In 
this case, Charles Parselle was Cl 

22 



to the LRH order to gather up 
evidence of crimes by the litigants, 

23 



and was thus removed from his post. 

24 

WHY 

- 

What caused the problem. 

25 

Ethics Why 

_ 

The "crime" or violation which 

26 


supposedly underlies the problem. 

In this case, Charles Parselle had 


Page 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 
7 


failed to utilize and implement the 
the LRH orders regarding getting 
the litigants (Christoffarson 
and the attorneys) thrown in jail. 



8 SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 8th day of 


9 March, 1985. 


10 


11 

12 

13 

14 

15 







C -Kl - 7 ^ ■ . 7 (c 


CL' O Cs-v 


Notary Public for Oregon 
My Commission Expires: /- ^ Q - $ X 
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Lawyers 
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GUARDIAN PROGRAMME ORDER 1 ( V 

• lJ -- 


GPGHO 



/ WM 

•• / * # . 

▼ ^fw^~'W-rvrV»" *.»» vilCr♦ "T I 



'Nothing in this oral maybe interpreted to violate or 
'alter or change HCO PL's or HCOB's. Anyone executing 
a target in this eval in such a way as to violate or 
alter any HCO PL or HCOBvall be actionable by Coma 
Ev. Any recommendation in this eval or change 
or policy or tech must be cleared by the Watch Dog 
Committee (WDC) before being placed in the eval as 
a target and resulting PL or Bulletin m ust b e. 
“reviewed b y the Founder personally. All data or 
."handlings ‘where they refer to policy or bulletin* 
must give the policy or bulletin number and its 
location and text verbatim. 


SITUATION 


Sen ior a dvices on Christo have not been carried out 
while cur legal actions have merely amounted to a 
shuffle with no win, no prosecutions. 


■ STATS 

NoCbunter Claim ever filed on Julie Christofferson. 

No Criminal charges ever brought against litigants. 

No criminal proceedings launched against the insti¬ 
gators and perpetuatora. 

No handlings ever done to disprove false testimony 
and including false PL'*. 

No legal handling ever taAen against Judge Jones 
and his actions to make a mockery of this trial 
(which are assuredly based in actual crimes) • 

JA1l_the above were o rdered b y Senior Advic es_is sued 
August/Scptember“79.) 


EX. 
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Endless Q&A between B1 and Legal over what is needed 
to bring criminal charges.;- 4 #; ; 


The original‘Christo Zval (bn the *los3) was dene by 
C.P. in August 79 and was actually not approved. 

.(Point.G._in sufficiently;broad sit.) ; 


The 'Bright Idea of that was "revised" 14.10.79. 

The Bright Idea was *re-revised" li.11.79. - «. 


Christo Suit was re-programmed (not off an eval) 
in June 80 and this called for setting up GASes, . 
paying the attorney, Q&A over if we had or could -- 
even get enough data on filing criminal charges. 


January 81 Opening Appeal Brief was filed by us and 
virtually is devoid of any attack lines, while McMurry's 
response is 234 pages, replete with attack lines on 
us. 


Christo was re-eval’d. again recently by C? who did - 

not and would not use R advi ces. This resulted in 
a failed mission, cross orders, CP 9 s disapproval of 
a suit that would counter the Christo attack (and 
was based on R advices ). 


data * ... 

Christo suit was originally filed in 1976 based upon 
spurious charges and viscious attacks upon Scientology, 
its tech and policy (essentially putting Scientology 
on trial as a fraudulent organization, which is 
forbidden by the 1st Amendment of the Constitution)• 

No counter claim was filed. The basic strategy was 
to assert the 1st Amendment protections (which is . . 
defensive). From 1976 to 1979 this suit remained in 
neglect (with USGO Legal directed onto criminal 
matters after the 1977 raid as a higher priority 
action (which again was defensive). 

CM COUNTER ATTACK LEGAL US/LEGAL WW 

OM HANDLING . .. LEGAL US/LEGAL WW 

ADDED TIME * • LEGAL US/LEGAL WW 

WRONG TARGETS (2) *-T • EX DG L WW (CP) 


We lost the Christo case in August 79 with a trial 
that was a mockery, with tainted jury members, a 
Judge who based his opinions on data he obviously 
obtained outside the courtroom, false testimony and : 
known evidence sufficient to support a mis-trial. 
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s ordered handling of this was to defend the 
Constitutional Rights of other religions. This is 
a Legal Shuffle.' This Eval’s bright idea was not 
approved and rather than re-evalling CP issued another 
"Bright Idea* which was basically attempting to employ 
positioning tech, targeting the opposition attorney’s 
words and legal tactics• This -is another Legal 
Shuffle. • . ..~ 




This "bright idea* vas obviously also not bright enough 
as it was again revised. Charles added the R_advice.- 
on getting litigants under criminal charges before 
the Appeal to his already existing, incorrect bright 
idea. The eval was never redone correctly to actually 
encompass the broad situations that the Advices 
point out (such as "false testimony exists among 
Legal Ranks and courts in courts including false 
PL’s). 


OM OFFENSIVE TO OBVIOUS CRIMES EX DG L WW C? 

WRONG TARGET EX DG L WW CP 

* WRONG SOURCE - .... ... EX DG L WW CP 

OMITTED CONFRONTING AND HANDLING • ... 

OF CRIMINAL ELEMENTS EX DG L WW CP 

WRONG SOURCE (3) . EX DG L WW CP 

OMITTED EVAL ' EX DG L WW CP 


After the trial, but before the decision on the 
Motion Notwithstanding Judgment, the Judge appeared 
on radio with Peter Rudie, one of the opposition 
attorneys wherein they spewed entheta on "cults." 

No legal action was taken on the Judge, such as an 
ethics complaint, criminal charges, mis-trial or a 
demand for his immediate removal from the case. 

OM OFFENSIVE EX DG L WW 


B1 was to gather up evidence of crimes by litigants 
and others per the advices given. Ex DG L was Cl 
to this, stating at the time that B1 did not know 
what legal wanted, and could not come up with useable 
evidence. In actual fact, Bl did come up with 
useable evidence two years ago. This was no: used 
for criminal complaints, but was used to file a 
civil suit against Christo’s mother, the deprogrammers 
This did not name Christo and is not a Counter Attack. 


FALSEHOOD 
WRONG TARGET 

ADDED TIME 
QM COUNTER ATTACK 


EX DG L WW CP 
EX DG L WW and 
LEGAL US 
L WW/L US 
L US 
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In early 19 81 B1 collected up further data as per 

„:.:j *_the advices, .including letters from deprogrammer 

r“‘‘‘J Alma Hall to the criminal psychotic Tom Seville 

p • which show crimes' were committed and show further 

t. • strings to pull for further, more serious crimes. 

•*T.- - ? • _B1 analyzed this data and packaged it recommending ^_ 

i _ . a'criminal action and counter offensive suit which 

I1 d become a-counter claim (in the event of re-trial) 
; :"‘This was entirely programmed out. CP nixed the 

Counter Offensive, favoring instead a Jury His- 1 

r 7" _conduct suit which is not a counter suit, has minimal 

n..~. . .i viability, but is offensive. Charles thought the 

r ^ r / r r ;*.•* tj:::.;: purpose of filing such a suit was to get publicity, 

\ r "“ r before the appeal (not to win it) • .But_thc_ advicc s, 

L. :h . . are to get JAIL__s_en.tences before the appeal. 




CORRECT TARGET 
WRONG SOURCE 
WRONG TARGET . . 


B1 (M.V.) 

CP 

CP 



_Charles'nixed this’Offensive Suit on his way to Portland 

on aCiristo Mission. This Mission was called from off 
an Eval that Charles did (following his removal from 
post by Comm Ev). This eval came up once again with 
a situation that was insufficiently broad, did not 
use the R advices, and once again gave the legal 
shuffle. His why was that the GASes in Portland were 
not hatted on attack and so he set out to "hat" 
them. This hatting did not include all the R advices 
(and in fact only one GAS saw some of them). CP, 
who later wrote up 19 pages of disagceements with 
the R advices, •quailed* the GASes hatting on attacks 
and refused his Msn Ops order to incorporate the R 
advices and launch a proper offensive, nattered to 
the GO Portland staff about having been removed and 
getting his issues cancelled. In actual fact, 

Charles sabotaged the actual preparation of the Appeal 
and the Appeal drafts just turned in by these GASes 
are an overt product. 


WRONG SOURCE (3) CP 

WRONG TARGETS (3) CP 


The WW staff, US staff and Portland staff were all of 
the assumption that Charles ethics were handled. 

The matter of how Charles got through SB WW Qual and 
Ethics lines is covered already by the second Comm 
Ev on CP. His mission second (Jere Matlock) returned 
from this Mission wanting to leave staff and is 
still on Ethics lines. 

OM PERCEPTION Those WW/US/Portland staff 

concerned 
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IDEAL SCENE 

CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS LAUNCHED AGAINST THE INSTIGATORS 
AND PERPETUATORS AND CASE WON. 


HANDLING 

BRIGHT IDEA 

USE THE BRIGHT IDEAS ALREADY GIVEN US VIA_ADVICES 
AND GET THESE DONE, NO Q&A, WITH CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 
UNDERWAY AND CASE WON. 


RESOURCES 

ADVICES 

B1 DATA AND ANALYSIS PREVIOUSLY DONE 

M.V. WHO IS NOW LEGAL US STAFF AND KNOWS AND USES 5 *} 
ADVICES . 

CORRECT CHANNELS ON WHICH TO ROUTE EVIDENCES OF 
CRIMINAL ACTIVITIES AND CONCLUSION. 


j. .. n , * 
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.l^w. Immediately file Criminal Informations with 

Portland AUSA and simultaneously with DOJ Civil 
- Rights Board in DC. 



- 2. Get the extension already filed on the appeal 

Brief Date.-'- - - • rr - r r 

3. Get (he Appeal Brief quailing and needed re-write 

into the hands of MV and get this produced from - 
R advices . .. . . .. . . 

4 . Get the Offensive Suit approved, PR flanking 
worked out and rapidly filed in Portland for a 
hard hit against Christo and her cohorts. 


5. ^ Push through the Criminal complaints until the 
* product is obtained. This is done in liaison 

• with Bl ? s current Mission to Portland that will 

- —-dig up more dirt, feed it to PR and Legal and 

fully expose the collusion and crimes. 

6. Demand that PR tries this suit in the Press 
loudly and exploiting every Legal offensive 
and win.• 





7. Get the Appeal Brief filed. 

8. • Handle the Portland attorney (he most likely has 

false data and overts since CP's Mission). If 
he does not handle rapidly - like in an hour from 
time handling begins - fire him and get someone 
who has never lost a case. 

9. Via WUS Asst, get the Portland staff cleaned up 
fast with Ethics/Qual handlings on the False Data 
from CP. Meanwhile by-pass these and their 
GASes until anger handled. 

10. Do likewise with Legal US staff. 

11. Get the criminal proceedings carried out and the 
Appeal filed and pushed to the win. 


PROGRAMME j_ 

1. Immediately get the Bl data utilized via Criminal 
Information complaints: a. One filed with AUSA 
in Portland in person and ensure the data arrived 
into the proper hands with impingement, b. Letter 
off to DOF, DC. 


/ 







all clear ic us 
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2.‘£-The‘ Appeal Brief filing has been reguested to be 
‘extended. Get this extension^ 





ALL CLEAR IC US 


3. 


Get the Offensive Suit filed, with a big PR 
flanfc. - ’ ..^ 


• '* • • . »• . j 



ALL CLEAR IC US 


4 , From the current Bl Mission, get the data on 
further string pulls and more serious crimes 
brought directly to legal, fed into our now filed 
complaints and pushed into the hands of terminals 
in DOJ and ADSA who will prosecute the guilty 
terminals. 


ALL CLEAR IC US 


5. Ensure Bl data on JR Jones is used to the hilt 

as ve want criminal proceedings against this judge 
as well and prior to the Appeal being filed. 

ALL CLEAR IC~US 


6. Get Attorney Merten to LA as rapidly as can be 
and get him cleaned up and ontoSR. advices and 
firmly on staff and not half way “bn staff . If 
he does not immediately come around, fire him and 
get someone who is with us. 

ALL CLEAR IC US 


7. Conditional : Get the new attorney briefed, onto 
the advices .and winning with an offensive. 


ALL CLEAR IC US 
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8 . Work out via Attorney Merten, solutions to 

. _beefing up this Christo Barratry suit (the civil 

suit filed in lieu of a counter claim) • Get it 
beefed up and on the offensive. 


r~T ^ — ^ TTT-.-\ T.**T. —7irr“- • ALL CLEAR IC US 

_9. Keep the heat on the DOJ complaint to DOJ. 

, J: (DC will have to be briefed on this matter and be 

—- able to debug on the spot and assist in getting 

the product ve want.) Keep the pressure on this 
via a PR flank that makes a stink. 


ALL CLEAR IC US 


PR will have to.try these cases (civil and criminal) 
"in the press and very, very loudly. If Portland 
press won*t carry, get a media that will carry. 

Use DC PR to make them make a national issue. 


DG PR US 


11. Get criminal proceedings and get charges brought. 


ALL CLEAR IC US 


12. Get the Appeal Brief in, heard and a win on this. 


ALL CLEAR IC US 


13. Get all named sits as outlined in advices assigned 
and evalled. Legal will do •False testimony and 
false PL’s* eval. 


AVU 


14. Four final targets 






























c Pgta 0 4115-2 

Sup: KPC WW 


17 Noveaber 1979 


JULIE’S BACKGROUND 
(REE: GPCMO 4115) 

INFORMATION: G Pgm 0 4115 lays out broad steps tote ttitan 
to document that the people involved in the Christo cast 
are criminals with criminal backgrounds and criminal records 
and that they engaged in a criminal conspiracy to defraud the 
orgs-.niaa ti on under the guise of "bene and mother", 

Julie appears to be pvre as the driven snow, so considerable 
background data on her is needed to give us direction in 
locating the real facts of interest about her. 

MAJOR TARCET: The cricina 1 bad^roimd, drug history, record of 
arrests, former employment, perversions r.f J.lie, fully known 
and documented, as needed, 

PRIMARY TARGETS: 

1. Somebody there: West Sec BI US. 

2. Worthwhile purpose: To provide evidence of Julie's criminal 
nature and background. 

3. Somebody taking responsibility for the area or action: 

WEST SEC Bl US, Bl Programmes. 

4. Form of the Org Planned Veil: West Sec to locate a writer in 
LA or Portland who is interested inwriting a book on Julie. 

This writer is already at least somewhat established - he has 
written at least one or two articles, papers or books. CO is 
either West Sec or or AGI Portland. Daily report line set up, 
and phone calls every two days. VEST SEC BIUS 

5. Fora of the org held or reestablished: GXS run with tight 
8C , and Daily reports READ DAILY, with no Bl's shrugged off. 

WEST SEC BIDS_•_ 

6• Org operating: Programme begun on reoipt as highest priority. 
VITAL TARGETS: 

1. Security course data FULLY applied to GAS. VEST SEC 

2. Finances arranged immediately so they are there when GAS 

ready. WEST SEC EIUS_ 

3. GAS gets agreement in writing that his product is cf interoat 
to a publisher. (No formal contract needed.JWFST SEC 

A. Julie interviewed first, very lightly. Let ner know pro- 
Julie book being written with loos of human interest and theta 
about her and entheta on nasty C of S. WEST SEC 


EX. 


C 
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OPERATING TARGETS: 

LIBBY/EwREKA, MONTANA 

From 1967 to 1$7-» the Halls lived in Eureka at which time 
they moved t s Libby, where they currently reside. Thus, Dost 
data of interest cn Julie would be in Eureka as she attended 
fourth grade through high school there. 

1. Co to the Lincoln County High School and n.eet the person 
in charge of stuaents. Get a list cf people to interview who 
would knew the must about Julie. Get a letter of introduction 
from him. 


VEST SEC BIUS_ 

2. Ensure Julie*s pester, frJeno'u, classmates, boyfriends 
are gotten* 


VEST SEC LIUS 


(Mote - although targets art assigned tc» West Sec, they 
are dene by uhonever is assigned tc them by Vest Sec.) 
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3.. Locate and interview JMlic'n pant or. rind out anv invobnrent 
of his in the suit, any data he has on Julie's conduct pre-Scien¬ 
tology, leads fro» hie on who else to talk to. Get all the data 
he has on her background and related subjects. 


VEST SEC BITS 



4. Conduct as many other interviews as possible. Include her 
former employers, classmates, Lutheran Church youth groupclass- 
aate8, teachers and find her boyfriends to get all data about her 
early promiscuity and sexual conduct.(Session data indicates she 


WEST SEC BIGS_ 

5* Lie! out all strings which have surfaced and pull those which 
art in this location. 

VEST SEC BTTTS_ 

5« Get affidavits wherever possible• buf cra\» cc\ d&ta wiwh -Ct* th« morw'torpet. 

VEST SEC BIUS__ 

6. Contact Phil arid Parrel La Cl a ire and interview them for data 
and otherleads to people unfriendly to Julie. 

' VEST SEC BIGS__ 

7. Get any private investigator reports Phil has gorten from the 
PI he hired awhile ago to determine*if any data is of interest 
regards Julie. 

VEST SEC BIBS_ 

8. C/S Phil on the PI cycle if it looks fruitful and usable! 

WEST SEC BIUS_ 

9. Prcm above targets. Hot out further strings which will lead 
to discreditable data including the following (if not already 
gotten)i 

a. Trips made by Julie C. 

b. Why Julie case to Portland to "grt uvsy from bey friends" 

c. When Julie hooked up with Bob Titchtourne (reported to 

be Sctp. 77) - 

d. Why Julie was married outside of her church 

.. any arrest record, ot ^ ^_ 


10. Pull these 
da*ca. at ‘interest. 


strings and afildevit or document as possible, 
W2ST SEC SICS_ 


11. Locate the father of Mike __i who claims Mike went to the 

mental hospital due to Fat Osier giving hi* hash. *hir Mike w £g 
supposedly friends with Osier and Julie. 

VEST SEC BIUS_ 

12. Interview him for any discreditables^on Julie C. Get affis 
and leads to others with discreditable data. 

VEST SPC DIUS_ 


L3. Interview Julie's enpioyer in Kallspoll ycr.tana ar.d any 
rellow employees for d.-ta and diserecitables. Ge. ar.ida/i.. 
is possible or docoaentation. e _ 
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1U. Xnterri»rJulie's yhyeieiar. in Whltefieh, Xontane, Ter any 
psychiatric connections, promiscuity, etc. Document and/or 
affidavit as possible. 


TOST SIC BIUS_ 

15* Review all data gathered in the Montana area and ensure all 
possible strings hare been pulled and documented. 

* * - • TOST SIC BIUS_ 


bcnners rearr. idako i 

Julie was bom here 1^ August, 1957# and lived here until she was 
about 4 or 5 years old. 

16. dd«C£U£D 


prr.rv?. pvriT r.v,\TU , SVrT* vr-^r. nc’tQN t 

The Halls lived in Sweet Home from 1963-33* Robert Luthrud end his 
wife (he*s Alma 1 3 sen) live currently 30 riles avTay in Fhilcr.ath. 
Lethruds were in ccrr. and exchanged visits with Julie about once 
a month while she *23 in Scientology, father Kent Eurtr.cr has done 
ARM work in Sweet Home. About 40 miles south ol* Philomath # is 
Eugene, where Eurtcer war.until his transfer to New Mexico. 

17. Locate where the’halls lived while they were in Sweet Hone; 

WEST SEC EIUS__ 

18. Interview neighbors for data and leads to others in town who 
would know nore about Julie’s later life. 

TOST SEC BIUS_ 

19. Rind the Lutheran Church which Julie supposedly attended and 
interview the paster there for any data; 


TOST SEC BIUS __ _ 

20. Pind sorr.ecno who «C 3 close to Burrr.er and interview them for 
any data of interest of Burtner f a contact with any of the people 
in this case, particularly Julie.. 


TOST SEC BIUS, 


jl. Interview the Lethruds for any data of interest recard.ng 
Julie’s early days. Do they havo any data regarding Ju-^e s step¬ 
father making advances to her when she was about 5 yearr.^ old? 

Do they have any data regarding Alma leaving Julie with "other 
people" when she want to Europe rather than with the step-father 
because of what people might think? (Session da\i) 

’TOST SEC BIUS._ 


22. Pull any remaining 
where possible. 


strings and get affidsvits/documentation 
TOST SEC BIUS_ 


FORT!AND AREAi 


23. Interview neighbor 
lived in when she me v.*d 
affidavits as possible 


and residents of the house Julie first 
tc Portland. Get discreditable data and 
1035 S.Z. Bocwell.) 


TOST SEC BIT! 
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24. Julie said she went to the Lutheran Church on 10th or 12th 
Street a Tew times. Interview the pastor there and see if he 
remembers her. Get what data would be useable olos any discredit' 
table data and affidavit. 

’ VEST SEC BIUS_ cU& 

25. Julie moved from Robin Jones' house on Bodwell on July 30 
to an apartment with Linda Shelly, Ensure Jones and Shelly are 
interviewed suitably and affidavit as possible any useful data. 

WEST SEC 

26. Julie worked at the Heathman House while on ethics lines. 
Interview her boss and fellow employees for data on her and any 
discreditable data. Affidavit as possible. 


WEST SEC BIUS__ 

27. The day Julie's pastor brought 5-6 high school students to 
Portland to see Concordia College, Julie Met ther. for lunch and 
drove back to Montana with then. Thie wan the start of her de¬ 
programming. Check at the college for students from the Libby 
area. Interview them from a position of altitude and get any 
discreditable data or leads they might have. Affidavit eny useful 
data. 

... . WEST SEC BIUS_ 

28. It must be determined how Julio did get the job at Tom 
Saville’a ccnps^y. Did he know her family? 

WEST SEC BIUS QjGfc _ 


29. Interview company employees of Sevilla's company, Northwest 
Detailing Servico for data on Julie and Seville's relationship. 
Affidavit any useful data. 

WEST SEC BIUS_ 


30. Saville reportedly told Julie that the Coran Course was making 
her worse, not better. Get contrary data on Julie affidavited by 
employees. 


WEST SEC BIUS. 


31. ?ind out why Saville and 
she left his employ. 


Julie maintained a comm line after 
WEST SEC BIDS_ 


32. Find out why Saville threw two parties far Julie w 
working there for tv/o months. (In September, 1975> he r 
going-away party after all her complaints about wr.a 4 * * 
person he was). 


who was only 
rove her a 
a rotten 


WEST SEC BIUS 


33. Interview Hra. Saville suitably for any inforsatien on Julie 
of use. Does she knew how Julie got her job at S'vil^e s firm? 

Was there 2D-going on between Saville and Julie cLr* 

anyone else? WEST SE c Ellis' ^: dLe* 

3U. In Julie's 1??5 income tax filing, she mode no mention of 
her earnings from Northwest Detailers. Did Sauil-e have her 
on the books or not7 What vm3 her salary, bonuses? 

WEST SEC BIUS 

35, Cet access to any Northwest Detailing records on Jul^e and 
get any pertinent daxa from the records 

WE3T SES SlVSjXtr^' - 
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36, Get: a list of all the Scientology staff and public who Icr.ew 
Julie. Hava oach interviewed from a prepared list of questions and 
pull all strings. Find out everything they know about Julie with 
emphasis on discreditablea and/or criminal activities and/or 
perversions. 


WEST SEC 3IUS_ 

37. Ensure Jessica Marks is interviewed for all her data and 
leads to others who could give data. 

VEST SEC EIL'S " ~ 

38. Review all data collected and list out any remaining strings. 

WEST SEC BIXJS_^ 

39.. Get these strings pulled and all useful affidavits collected. 

WEST SEC Errs_ 


PRODUCTION TARGETS TO BE SEf ON INDIVIDUAL MISSIONS ORDERS. 









GpgmO 4115-4 


CUARMAN PiaXTAK^i ORDER 


26.11.79 


SUPE: MWK 
REF: GJXMl 4115 


ALVA'S BAOGGKlXftD 


INFOICtMICM: 4] 15, niRISTOFnil^J SUIT PLAN, lays out tiic brand 

stem’s which must be taken to ilocinncnt that the people involved in this 
case are criminals with criminal backgrounds ar*i criminal records and 
Lliat they engaged in a criminal conspiracy to defraud the organization 
inder the guise of ‘‘heme and mother". 

Plaji Step 1 orders tJut the criminal background, drug history, record of 
arrests, former enployment and perversions of those involvr.il be found and 
documented* including Alma Hall. 

As investigations will need to be done for Julie Titchboume's background 
and Alma Hall's background in tiie sane areals, care should he taken to get 
these investigations dove-tailed so as to avoid duplicative work and avoid 
any possible double restiirulation of local folks. It must also be noted 
that tlte Tlan states "If it is not possible for BI GA^es to provide legally 
useable data, then private investigators may need to l>e employed and finan¬ 
cial arrangements rale - but whatever tJie case is, the data is to be gotten 
very rapidly in fully useabl form". 

MAJOR TARGET: 

The criminal background, drug history, record of arrests, former crnloyrm'nt, 
perversions of Alma Hall known and documented. 


PRIHNRY TAJMSTS: 

1. Sv>a*.BOUY THERE: WEST SEC UIUS 

2. WORTHWHILE PURJXISE: Evidence obtained cn Aina's backgrvuid slaving her 
criminality. 

WEST SEC BIUS_ 

3. SCriilOlJY TAXING WSPaNSlRILTIY K)R THE AREA: VsEST SEC BIOS, Hi BNS 
P1<0L) ObT US, lilPOUb 

4. F0RI1 OP G1W PLANKIS) Y/12LL: See G 0 4115-2 Julie's 
Background. The operating targets in thin programme will be 
done using the same set-up. 

5. FOR:: CP CUC HELD OR REESTABLISHED: See G Pgrt 0 4115 - 2. 

6. OUG OPERATING: Sea G Pgs 0 4115 - 2. 

VITAL TARGET: 

This progrr.rcne ic to be done together with G Pgn 0 4115-2, 
Julie's background, by the same suitable GAS. 


M-ST SB: BIDS 


OPERATING TARGETS: 

BONNERS MIREY, I DAI P : 

Aina anarcntly roved to Bonders berry f mm Spoknnc, Washington, after World 
War Ill She and her new husband, Andrew Oinstol fersen, a carpenter, roved 
here. She worked as a secretary ii» th.e Welfare Office, holding this jeh for 
about 0 nciitJis. During the lyS'Js, she worked for tiie first National Sank 
in Bonners ferry for seven years. It appears Alt/wi got a divorce and re- 










SUPP. AB.-109 



- 2 - 



married within a year. She married Bervin V. Hall, her present husband. Tlxsy 
lived in lkanners Ferry for about n year, ]yol to i*.)u2, when they nrjved to 
Yellowtnil Pam, Montana. In 1963, the flails noved to Sweet liciv, Oregon, 
wi^crc Ainu worked as a bank toller, then, in li*u6, they roved to ilarekn, Mon¬ 
tana wlxrre they stayed uitil 197S. 

Ounces are that relatives of Ainu 1 * three husbands are still in this area 
(Lcthrud, Oiristofferson and lbll), so all possible leads should be followed 
to locate nnd interview these people. Aim still lias contacts in tJ»ese 
are»s as site luis called there .and visited front tim to time. 

1. Locate and interview the following for data an Alira's criminality, dn^ 
history (if any), record of arrests, former eploymcnt, perversions: (Nd: all 
the following people may not have data an each of these pints, so get vrtiat- 
c\tr data can l>c gotten without freezing up the com lines) 

a. relatives of Ainu's former husbands (those wi>o dislike her, preferably). 

b. Andrew Qiristoffcrson himself. 

c. Former neighbors of Aim's 

d. Employer and people who worked with Alma at Kelsm Ltrriwr Cnmponv from 
1949 to 1951. 

e. Cheek with local police to ascertain any arrests records, etc. 

f. Check tlie court Ixmse, c iminnl tlockets, for any records of All, 

g. Per data of Julie's there wns a time when Ail was planning to go 

to Europe nnd preferred to leave Julie with "other people" than Botvin Hall 
because of wiiat people might think, Julie stated in session tlut Berlin 
"put his hands on her'’ when she was about 5 years old (circa ]9t>2), Is any¬ 
thing known about why AJI felt like this, i.e. did she know about any of her 
husband's perversions yet cover them up, disregarding her own chilrcn's welfare? 

h. Did AJI go to Europe and if so, bow was this affolded and why did she go? 

i. Pull any other strings tlut crop up which will get data and documentation 
of the points in this target. 


WEST SI£ 111 US 



SWEET HUME, OilKGUM : 

Hie Halls lived in Sweet Home, Oregon, from 1963 to I960 and Ail worked as a 
teller in a bank there. Ail's son, Kobert Lethrud, and his wife live about 
30 miles away in Philomath. 

2. Locate and interview the following for any ilata an AJI's criminal back¬ 
ground, drug history, record of arrests, former cnploymcrt, perversions (Nil: 
not all people will have data an each pint but get whatever each gives you 
and go for documentation where at all possible): 

a. Former neighbors 

b. Employer and fellow workers in the bank (if still av^nd) 

c. local Lutlicnin church's pastor 

d. ^ local police anti court house for any arrest records, e»tc. 



. 


e. my leads given out by these people. 
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• (UBCr/LURLKA, UXTLVsA AJULA : 

Prom 1907 to 1978, t)»e Halls lived in Eureka, Montana, after diich tire, they 
moved to Libby, vl>ere they currently live. Thus, most data of interest on 
All may be here. A previous mission to Libi*y fomd it tough going due to the 
smallness of the ermnunity and short cnim lines. This must lw taken into 
emsideration so all necessary strings do get pulled without blaming any 
of tJ>e local folks. 


3. Contact Phil and Parrel LaClaire and interview them for data and lends to 
people mfriendly to AJL 


MIST SEC BIUS 


4. Interview the LaClaires for data on Fnrrel’s cousin who was sent to a 
rental hospital due to suppression from Alma and bad business deals with 
them which reportedly cost $28,000. Get full affidavits from them on All's 
criminality. 

WEST SEC BIUS _ 


5. Make arrangements to interview the lmsband of this cousin for his data an 
the sc ene and get affidavits from him on Ail's criminality. 

WEST sec BIUS_ 

6. Get any reports which Phil LaClaire nay have gotten from the private in¬ 

vestigator lie hired ajui sec *.ere this cycle stands regarding Ail’s siindy 
business deals. WEST SBC BIUS_ 

7. C/S PJtil on the private investigator cycle if it looks fruitful and 
of use to you* 


kliST SBC BIUS 


8. Interview tl* names gotten in target 3 for data cn All's criminal back- 
grouid, drug history, record of arrests, former employment, perversions and 
get affidavits wherever possible. Also get any leads from tiiese people to 
others who would likely have more data. 


WIST SEC BIUS 


9. Gieck the court bouse - criminal docket - for any records of arrests of 
Ail. 


WEST SFC BIUS 


10. Oieck suitably with local police re any data they nay lave on All's 
record or criminal background. 


WEST SEC BIUS 


11. Talk with the local Lutheran pastor about AH and see what he has to say 
that would be of interest to you. 

WEST SFC BI15_ 

12. AH*s financial status must be determined. There are several contrary 
facts regarding the Halls' financial standings over the years which need 
to get sorted out as it is tins area which may lend itscli to more crimes, 
etc, (In about 1975, Julie reported that All and husband were lwrd-pressed 
for ncncy and den't want her to do Scientology as they won't get Social 
Security benefits for !>er utlcss sJu: goes to college. In 1975, also, AH 
gives Ted Patrick 52,000 for the failed deprograming of Julie, in about 
January, 1978, All was not "hard-pressed" foT money. During the court case 
in 1979, AJl says she "may not have" rejiorted the fee she received for a 
deprograming done in Pennsylvania ($450). Attorney Powers says tive fees 
for tl* case so far, as of July 1979, arc $135,S22. In March 1978, AJl said 
the Marks case against her would cost a lot of money and she had a lot of 
attention cn it. Her husband had retired hut 1* had tn go hack to wnrk 
because they needed the money to fight the suit. Undated and unverified 
report was that she had probably misappropriated hnds from a trust find 
which she administers and she and her husband bilked alout 528,000 out of 
the LcAIairs in a business deal.) . 

WEST SEC BIUS__ 
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13, A GAS is checking the phene nurheTS called by AJI which she has cl aired 
as deprogramming expenses. Get this corplcteil and dice). tJese nunhers for 
leads to interview others, 

wi-sr sec bub 


14. As this data comes in, ensure the strings arc fully pulled, the needed 
documentation ;enl nffidaviting is unne nnJ Legal is given all data which 
is useful to them. 


‘ WIST SEC BIIE r. 

IS. Insure this data gets filed according to G’QO 4115-1. 

CIC SEC RUE 


PRODUCTION TARGETS TO BE SET UN MISSION ORDEtS Vi CUNJUJCTION WI1U JULIE 
POL 
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Tho intention is to see these people in prison or out on 
bail at the time of the appeal. 

It is certain that in other deprogramraings the deprogramners 
named below have participated in any damages or monies or 
awards resulting from their deprogramming. It would be 
almost impossible for this not to have occurred. It will 
be used as conclusive evidence that they are in the business 
to make money and to shake people down!! 

B1 r?T need to liaise with Legal throughout to ensure data 
gotten is legally useable and what is wanted. If it is 
not possible for B1 GASes to provide legally useable data 
then private investigators may need to be employed and 
financial arrangements made - but whatever the cise is, 
the data is to be gotten very rapidly in fully useable form. 


1. The criminal background, drug history, record of 

arrests, former employment, perversions of: a) Ted 
Patrick; 2) Reid Heller; 3) Pastor Gary Burke; 

4) Alma Hall; and 5) Julie Hall, AKA Julie Christofferson, 
AKA Julie Tltchbourne. (Programme is to be done for each). 


DG I US 
US Sec B1 ¥W 


2. The establishment and documentation of any end all 

connections*between Alma Hall or Julie Hall and one y 
or all the names above, a) currently, and b) pri' / 
to July 13, 1975. (Programme to be done). 


DG I US 
US See Bi rar 

• 

3. Obtain all evidences of implantation, hypnotism or coercion 
or compulsion of the above named person in other sectors 
to establish that they are capable of using hypnotism 
and implantation to effect the execution of their desires. 
(Programme to be done). 


DG I IS 
US Sec Bl VTK 
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Establish any and all agreements of participation in 
suit awards amongst any of the above nuncd persons. 
(Project to be done). 


DG I US 
US Sec B1 WV 

All this ovldence is to bo assembled with an eye to 
establishing that Julie Hall was probably a drug addict 
probably has a large and extensive criminal background 
and record and has been party to other collusions and 
swindles or crimes or felonies possibly frem her 
earliest history. (Programme to be done). 


DG I US 

Li* mr , ft&L pc 

US Sec B1 WW 


We also want the similar background obtained on Alma 
Hall. (Programme to be done). 


DG 1 US 

Li* , AGIO? 
us Soc bi n 
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the Church of Scientology of California and COSMOD. 
(Supp. Ab.-89-113) —/ 


V. 

RELATOR, BY ITS CONDUCT, WAIVED THE RIGHT 
TO MOVE FOR DISQUALIFICATION OF DEFENDANT JUDGE 

Not only did Relator fail to orally notify the Pre¬ 
siding Court of its intent to file an Affidavit of Prejudice, 
but also Relator appeared before the trial Judge and 
requested that hearing on the Motions before him be post¬ 
poned, without giving any notice of an intention to move for 
disqualification. Relator had submitted to the Court a 
Memorandum of Law in Support of its Motion to Dismiss, and 
another regarding its appearance as purported Indemnitor of 
Hubbard. Relator was also fully aware that the trial Judge 
was considering the issues presented in Plaintiff's Motion 


2 / 

It should be noted that the Defendant Judge received 
the assignment of this case more than a year prior to 
CSI's attempted appearance and had ruled on a number of 
motions concerning Hubbard's concealment, control of 
Defendant corporations, and the requirements of substi¬ 
tuted service. 
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DECLARATION OF JOSEPH M. FLANAGAN 


I, Joseph M. Flanagan, being sworn, hereby state and declare: 

1. I have known Paulette Cooper since June of 1979. She has 
told me, and others, on several occassions that she considers me 
one of her closest friends. She has frequently confided in me, 
especially on matters concerning Scientology. 

2. In late January, 1985 Paulette called me to tell me that 
there was a realistic possibility that she could settle her numer¬ 
ous lawsuits with the Church of Scientology by herself. From 
that point on she kept me informed of her settlement negotia¬ 
tions . 

3. In early February, Paulette indicated that negotiations 
had reached a critical stage and asked me to come to New York in 
order to discuss the negotiations with her. She was negotiating 
with the Scientologists by herself, and refused to allow her 
lawyers to get involved. 

4. When we met on February 8, 1985 in her apartment, she 
told me that she realized just how much the Scientologists hated 
her attorney, Michael J. Flynn. She was convinced that they 
hated him more than her and that their hatred was so fanatical 
that they were willing to deal with even her. Paulette des- 
parately wanted to settle and relized that Flynn was the Scien- 
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tologists 1 "button;" they would do anything to attack him. In or¬ 
der to further settlement talks, she told me that she had hinted 
to the Scientologists that she had information regarding a 
"conspiracy" which the Scientologists were convinced existed. 

She told me that she knew of no such "conspiracy," but had made 
these comments in order to keep them interested in settling her 
case. She made it clear to me that she was telling them what 
she thought they wanted to hear. 

5. Paulette now told me that the Scientologists would only 
settle if she gave them a deposition detailing information she 
had about Michael Flynn's "conspiracy" against Scientology. 

When I asked her "what information," she replied something to 
the effect, "I don't know. I'll make it up as I go along." 
Scientology indicated to her that they would pay her extra for 
testimony against Michael Flynn. Paulette told me that "the 
trick is to get as much money as possible" while the group is in 
a paying mood. 

6. Originally, Paulette told me that she was going to nego¬ 
tiate for as much money as possible in the settlement and in 
extra payments. Having the money safely in hand, in the 
Scientology deposition she would tell the truth about what she 
knew of the "conspiracy:" namely, that there is no "conspiracy." 
She was nervous, however, that her prior oblique references to 
the "conspiracy" were proving too vague to the Scientology nego¬ 
tiator. She felt that to close the deal and get more money, she 
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needed to come up with more credible information about this 
imaginary "conspiracy." 

7. On Saturday, February 9, 1985, Paulette began to create 
events and scenarios which she would tell the Scientologists were 
part of the "conspiracy." She bounced them off me to see if they 
were plausible. For example, she said that she could tell them 
Michael Flynn showed us sealed documents relating to Gerald 
Armstrong's case after the court ordered all such documents to be 
sealed and returned to the court. I agreed that this is the kind 
of thing they might nibble on. Paulette and I knew that this 
never happened. I have never seen the Armstrong documents. This 
story was made up soley for the possible consumption of the 
Scientologists. 

8. Paulette created similar stories such as Michael Flynn 
had knowingly filed frivilous lawsuits and had suborned purjury. 
These were stories ; Paulette knew that none to these incidents 
had ever happened. She was going to imply that they had in order 
to enhance her negotiating status and obtain more money. 

9. I left New York on Saturday afternoon. Paulette kept 

me informed throughout the week. The structure of the final deal 
was that Paulette would be paid a "settlement" of $400,000. 
Unknownst to her attorneys, she would be required to give a 
sworn deposition about the Flynn "conspiracy" for which she was 
to receive at least $50,000. (She also told me that she could 
receive as much as $10,000 for additional affidavits incriminating 
Flynn.) The settlement could not be consummated unless she 







agreed to the deposition. I was horrified to learn that Paulette 
no longer intended to tell the truth about the "conspiracy”—that it 
did not exist—but would instead tell under oath the stories that 
she had fabricated when I was with her on the weekend of February 8. 
I asked her in a heated conversation if she did not consider this 
a betrayal of her attorney, Michael Flynn, and others. She 
rationalized by stating that if a court found out that she had 
been paid $50,000 for a deposition, it would not believe her any¬ 
way. 

10. I know through Paulette that the initial phase of the 
settlement was completed and that she received the $400,000. She 
told me that her deposition was scheduled to Saturday, February 
23, 1985. I do not know how much she was paid for it or if it 
went forward. 

11. Shortly before Paulette received her settlement, she 
called me somewhat excitedly and told me that she could get me out 
of the Garrison suit (a lawsuit brought against Paulette, myself, 
and others in which two individual Scientologists claimed we had 
involuntarily deprogrammed them.) I am a defendant in that case 
and I do not have a counterclaim in that case or any other lawsuit 
against any Church of Scientology. Yet Paulette informed me that 
the Scientologists would pay me $10,000 and dismiss the suit if 

I apologised in writing to the Garrisons and gave a deposition 
confirming that Michael Flynn had violated the court order and 
showed us sealed documents. I was shocked. I told Paulette 






that I could not give such a deposition because we never saw any 
documents. I told her that it was wrong to take money for false 
testimony and that she was getting in over her head. 

12. Later that I called Michael Flynn and told him what 
Paulette was doing. Paulette learned of the phone conversation 
and called me on Monday, February 25. She was livid and told me 
that I may have cost her $400,000. She also called me early the 
next morning. She told me that I had possibly "ruined everything," 
reiterated that I may have cost her $400,000, and ordered me not 
to tell Michael Flynn anything more about our conversations. I 
have not spoken with her since then. 

Signed and sworn this ^ day of March, 1985 in Boston, 
Massachusetts under the pains and penalties of perjury under the 
laws of the State of California. 






JOSEPH M. FLANAGAN 


Sf 














